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GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
FOR
SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE V

A. INTRODUCTION.

The Upper Sacramento Area, Phase V, of the Sacramento River Flood Control System is
located in the northern section of the Sacramento Valley region. The study area covers
approximately 270 miles of project flood control levees along the Sacramento River and
tributaries above Knights Landing. The levees in the study area are shown on the Index Map
(Plate 1) and Location Maps (Plates 2-26). They include the west bank levee of the Sacramento
River from Knights Landing upstream to Ordbend, the east bank levee of the Sacramento River
from the Tisdale Bypass upstream to Glenn, a portion of Butte Slough, the west bank levee of
Sutter Bypass, the north bank of Tisdale Bypass, and levees of Cherokee Canal, Butte Creek,
Mud Creek, Deer Creek and Elder Creek.

In the spring of 1991, the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) performed a
levee inspection which included interviews with local reclamation districts to determine where
past levee problems have occurred. Several problems were identified in the DWR report. These
included seepage, sand boils, stability, erosion, and low spots on the levees. Levee erosion
problems are normally resolved under the Sacramento River Bank Protection Project. Only
levee seepage, sand boils, and instability problems are identified in this report.

B. EXPILORATIONS. g

A review of Corps files indicates there is no previous exploration data for the Sacramento
River levees upstream from Knight Landing. However, previous explorations are available for
four of the five tributaries in the study area. These include Cherokee Canal, Butte Creek, Mud
Creek, and Elder Creek. These explorations were performed as part of design studies conducted
between 1948 and 1960.

Foundation investigations were conducted between Glenn and Knights Landing from 30
March to 15 May 1992. These investigations include a total of 63 borings (2F-92-1 through
2F-92-32). Two holes were drilled at 32 locations, one hole on the levee crown and one hole
with an "A" designation at the toe of the levee. A 6-inch-diameter hollow-stem flight auger was
. used to drill thirty-two 45-foot-deep holes and thirty-one 25-foot-deep holes. Standard
Penetration Test (SPT's) were conducted using a 140-pound safety hammer free falling 30
inches. Sampling was continuous with SPT's to a depth of 20 feet and at 5-foot intervals
thereafter. The resistance blow counts of the materials were obtained by using an 18-inch-long
standard 2-inch O.D. by 1-3/8-inch LD. split-spoon sampler. The borings were generally drilled
in locations where past levee problems have been reported. This was done so that levee and
foundation soil conditions could be evaluated in determining what, if.any, remedial repairs
should be accomplished at any levee reconstruction problem sites.
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C. LABORATORY TESTING.

No previous laboratory data are available. Laboratory testing of samples collected during
the 1992 exploration program were performed by the South Pacific Division Laboratory in
Sausalito, California, during July and August 1992. These tests included visual classifications,
Atterberg limits, and sieve analysis. The results of these tests were used to determine relative
seepage potential characteristics. Fines content of soils determined from grain size analyses are
shown in percent minus 200 sieve size on individual soil logs shown on the levee profiles Plates
27 through 49. Further discussion of laboratory testing is discussed as appropnate under each
of the study reaches in the following paragraphs.

D. BASIS FOR EVALUATIONS.

This report identifies several sites for remedial repair. The selected sites and methods of
repair are based in large part on engineering judgement. The actual levee profiles and
topography are irregular, and the foundation soil conditions are highly variable in the upper
Sacramento River levee system. Soil types and thicknesses of various soil deposits vary
considerably within any given reach. Therefore, although some seepage and stability analyses
were used in evaluating site specific conditions, conclusions are based largely on engineering
judgement. This judgement is baseéd on past performance, site conditions, and drill log data, as
well as the seepage and stability analyses. Seepage-related problems have been identified in
several levee reaches. Seepage can be a nuisance, but is not always considered a threat to levee
stability. High exit gradient or seepage energy can, however, threaten levee stability. Therefore,
the seepage sites identified for remedial repair in this study are those where seepage is
considered a danger to levee stability. However, there is no guarantee that levee problems
outside of the areas recommended for repair will not occur during floods or extremely high river
stages. Surveillance during floods is therefore essential in maintaining integrity of the levee
system. A total of 21 sites were identified as previous problem areas. Only two of these sites
are recommended in this report for reconstruction. They are site 4 and site 11/12 (see Table 1,
on page 18).

E. SACRAMENTO RIVER - WEST BANK LEVEE (Sacramento River West Side Levee
District)

- The levees in this reach include approximately 50 miles along the west bank of the
Sacramento River (R.M. 90 to R.M. 143.5) and extend from Knights Landing upstream to
Colusa, as shown on Plate 1. The levee in this reach is maintained by the Sacramento River
West Side Levee District.

1. Explorations. :
Explorations conducted during this study included 43 borings (2F-92-9 thru -14) and (2F-92- _

17 thru -32). Landside and waterside toe borings were drilled to a depth of 25 feet, and the levee
crown borings were drilled to a depth of 45 feet. These borings were drilled at nine sites where
seepage and sand boils have been reported during high river stages.
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2. _Levee and Foundation Conditions.

The levee and foundation profile is shown on Plates 27, 29, 31, 33, 35, 41, and 43. The levee
cross sections are shown on Plates 26, 28, 30, 32, 34, 40, and 42. The waterside levee height
ranges from approximately 7 to 18 feet, but is typically about 13 feet. The landside levee height
ranges from approximately 11 to 20 feet, but is typically about 17 feet. The waterside slope
varies from approximately IV on 2.4H to 4H and is typically about IV on 3H. The landside levee
slope varies from about IV on 2H to 4H and is typically about IV on 2H. Levee crown width
varies from approximately 15 to 50 feet, but is typically about 21 feet.- Some sections of levee
are paved highway, the rest of the levee is gravel surfaced. The levee soil is primarily sand,
clayey sand, or sandy clay and silt. The foundation soils are composed of variable deposits of
silt, sand, and clay. In general, the levee investigated in this reach appears stable and in good
condition.

3. _Past Performance.

- Past problems along the west bank levee -of the Sacramento River have generally been
landside seepage and sand boils in several locations during high water. Nine past problem areas
were identified. These are described below.

Site 1 is about 3 miles (15,700 feet) in length and extends from R.M. 92.7 upstream to 96.0
(Location, Plate 2, and Profile, Plate 27). See photos 1 and 2. It is located between Fourmile
Bend and Victor Bend. This is a reported seepage area. However, during the field inspection,
indications of past seepage in this area were not apparent. The levee soils in this area are
- composed predominantly of clean sand with fines content less than 12 percent. However, two
banks failed during June 1992, approximately 8,000 feet south of site 1. The bank failure at
R.M. 90.4 is about 110 feet in length, and the bank failure at R.M. 90.9 is approximately 225 feet
in length. Existing vegetation has collapsed with the berm. What remains of the berm is the 10-
foot fire break. The probable cause of these bank failures is seepage from the large landside
irrigation ditch, which aggravated stability of the steep riverside berm. The seepage from the
irrigation ditch in this area has saturated the foundation beneath the waterside berm and
significantly decreased the shear strength of the underlying silty clay material, thereby triggering
the berm failure. Full bank rock revetment was recommended and was constructed at R.M. 90.4
and R.M. 90.9 in late 1992 and early 1993.

- Site 2, reported as a seepage area, is approximately 2.27 miles (13,100 feet) in length and
extends from R.M. 103 upstream to R.M. 108 (Location, Plate 3, and Profile, Plate 29). See

. photos 3 and 4. Based on soil boring data and laboratory testing, the levee was constructed of
" clayey sand or sandy clay, silt, and silty sand or sandy silt from R.M. 105 upstream to R.M. 108.
The levee was constructed of clean sand with a fines content between 5 and 7 percent from R.M.
105 downstream to R.M. 103. '

. Site 3 was identified as a 3-mile site beginning at R.M. 114 upstream to RM. 117 (Location,
Plate 4 and Profile, Plate 31). See Photos 5 and 6. Seepage was reported along this site. The
levee material in this area consists of clean sand, silt, and sandy clay or clayey sand.

Site 4 was identified as a seepage site. It is approximately 5,180 feet in length, extending
from R.M. 119 upstream to R.M. 120, and is located approximately 800 feet upstream from the
confluence of the Tisdale Bypass (Location, Plate 6, and Profile, Plate 33). See Photos 7 and

3
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8. The levee at this site was constructed of silt, sand, clay, and clayey sand.

Site 5 is about 2,500 feet in length and extends from R.M. 122.5 upstream to R.M. 123
(Location, Plate 6, and Profile Plate 35). See photos 9 and 10. This is a reported seepage area.
The levee soils in this area consist of clayey sand or sandy clay. The foundation materials are
mostly clay and clayey sand.

Site 9 was identified as a seepage site, about 5,150 feet in length, extending from about R.M.
126.5 upstream to R.M. 127.5, and is located about 4,000 feet upstream from the town of Grimes
(Location, Plate 7, and Profile, Plate 35). See photos 11 and 12. The levee material in this area
generally consists of clean sand (fines content ranges between 5 and 10 percent) and silty sand.

Site 10 is a seepage area, about 1,500 feet in length, extending from R.M. 134.2 upstream
to RM. 134.5, beginning approximately 800 feet upstream from the Meridian Bridge (Location,
Plate 10, and Profile, Plate 41). See photos 13 and 14. There is an irrigation ditch in this reach
about 3.5 feet in depth and 14 feet in width running along the landside toe. The levee material
in th1s area consists of clay and clayey sand or sandy clay.

~ Site 11 is an area of seepage between RM. 140 and RM. 141. It is approximately 5,000 feet
in length, beginning 1.2 miles upstream from Moons Bend (Location, Plate 10, and Profile, Plate
43). Seephotos 15 and 16. Sand boils were reported at a number of separate places at this site.
Based on soil boring data and laboratory test results, the levee was constructed of clean sand
from R.M. 140.5 upstream to site 12. The riverside berm in this area is only 5 feet wide. The
levee was constructed of clay, clayey sand or sandy clay, from R.M. 140.5 downstream to Moons
Bend. There is extensive rodent activity on the waterside slope in this area.

Site 12 is an area of seepage that extends from about R.M. 142.5 upstream to about R.M.
143.2 and is approximately 3,400 feet in length (Location, Plate 11, and Profile, Plate 43). See
Photos 17 and 18. Some small boils have occurred near the upper end of this site. The levee
soils in this area are composed predominantly of clean sand. A small irrigation ditch running
along the landside toe, beginning approximately 4,200 feet downstream from the Colusa Bridge,
turns away from the levee at the end of this site.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

Although seepage and some sand boils were reported at site 12 during high water, the
performance of Sacramento River West Side Levee District levees has been good. The few cases
of seepage that have been reported were mostly generalized seepage over relatively large areas.

The levee at Site 1 consists of loose sand. This material is susceptible to seepage. However,
based on levee geomeu'y, this levee section is not considered critical. The levee crown width

s quite large varying from approximately 23 to 50 feet. The landside slope is relatively flat at

IV on 2.4H to 2.7H at boring locations 2F-92-30, -31 and -32 (Photos 1 and 2). The levee
foundation soil along this area consists mainly of silt and clay. It is believed that the seepage
in this area is primarily of nuisance variety and does not pose any major risk to levee stability.

Therefore, no reconstruction is recommended at this site.
Site 2 was identified as a seepage site. Exploration data indicate. levee condmons are

susceptible to seepage. As can be seen on the levee profiles on Plate 29, the levee soil consists
primarily of clean sand (boring 2F-92-28 and 2F-92-29). At the locations where the levee soil
is primarily clean sand, the landside slope varies from about 1V on 3.5 to 4.1H (Photo§ 3 and 4).

4
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The foundation materials are clay and silt. Some sand layers that may have been missed by the
exploratlons would account for some of seepage. In conclusion, although seepage does occur
in this area during high water, it is believed that overall stability of this site is adequate and no
reconstruction measures are necessary.

Site 3 was reported as a seepage site. Again, the levee material consists of clean sand.
However, the landside slope is relatively flat at IV on 2.2H to 2.7H (Photos 5 and 6). The
freeboard at this location is 6 to 9 feet. During flood conditions, the head differential between
the river and the landside toe is a maximum of about 10 feet. Although seepage may occur in

this area, it does not pose any significant threat to the levee stability. Therefore, no repairs are

recommended at this location.

Stability analyses were performed at Site 4. The resulting minimum factor of safety was
1.42, which is above Corps criteria. However, the maximum levee height is approximately 16
feet, with a landside slope of IV on 2H to 2.2H (Photos 7 and 8). Levee and foundation soils are
predominantly sand at boring location 2F-92-22. The freeboard at this location is estimated to
be about five feet. During flood conditions, the head differential between the river and the

landside toe is a maximum of about 11 feet. There is sufficient concern for levee stability in the

vicinity of boring 2F-92-22 to warrant construction of a landside seepage/stability berm. The
" levee material at boring location 2F-92-20 and 2F-22-21 consists of sand, clay, and clayey sand
and the levee height is lower (12 to 14 feet). Therefore, it is recommended that a
seepage/stability berm (Figure A-I) be constructed in the area along boring 2F-92-22, as shown
on Plate 33. The berm will improve overall stability of the levee and decrease the potential for
foundation piping. '

Site 5 was identified as being a short reach with seepage-related problems. The levee and
foundation soils along this site are primarily clay, sandy clay, and silt. During the field
inspection, any indications of past seepage in this area were not apparent, and the overall
appearance of this reach appears structurally sound (Photos 9 and 10). Therefore, there are no
recommendations for reconstruction for this site.

The levee soils at Site 9 are predominantly loose and clean sand. The landside slope is
relatively flat at IV on 2.4H to 2.7H at boring locations 2F-92-17, and 2F-92-18 (Photos 11 and
12).:During flood conditions, the head differential between the river and the landside toe is only
about 8 feet. No signs of slope instability were noted during the field inspection. Stability
analyses were performed, and the resulting in factor of safety was 1.52, which is above Corps
criteria of 1.4. No reconstruction is recommended at this location.

The levee at Site 10 is relatively low at about 12 feet in height, with a flat landside slope of
approximately IV on 2.2H (Photos 13 and 14). The reported seepage at this reach appears to be
in an irrigation ditch immediately adjacent to the levee toe. The seepage is not considered
critical, and no boils were reported in the irrigation ditch. Therefore, no reconstruction 1s
considered necessary at this site.

The levee between Site 11 to Site 12 is considered highly susceptible to damage during
floods. Seepage and sand boils along the landside toe during the 1986 flood indicates a
potentially unstable condition. The maximum height of levee along this area is approximately
19 feet, with a landside slope of 1V on 1.8H to 2.5H (Photos 15 through 18). As indicated on the
levee profile on Plate 43, the levee and foundation soils are predominantly sand. Therefore, it

5
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is recommended that a landside seepage/stabilizing berm be constructed (See Figure A-1). The
berm will not reduce the overall quantity of seepage, but it will improve the stability of the levee
and decrease the potential for piping of foundation sand.

F. SACRAMENTO RIVER - WEST BANK LEVEE (Maintenance Area 1)

This reach includes approximately 17 miles along the west bank of the Sacramento River and
extends from the town of Colusa upstream to the Colusa-Glenn County line, as shown on Plate
1 (RM. 1435 to RM. 164.5). The levee in this reach is maintained by Sutter Yard,
Maintenance Area 1 of the California Department of Water Resources. -

1. Explorations.
Explorations conducted during this study included six borings (2F-92-6 thru -8). Landside

and waterside toe borings were drilled to a depth of 25 feet, and the levee crown borings were
drilled to a depth of 45 feet. These borings were drilled in locations where seepage and boils
have been reported during high river conditions (Site 16). These conditions are described in the
following paragraphs.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

The levee and foundation profiles are shown on Plates 43 and 45. The levee cross sections
are shown on Plate 46. The levee in this reach of Sacramento River typically ranges in height
between 7 to 20 feet, but is typically about 14 feet. The levee crown width varies from 10 to 20
feet and is typically about 18 feet. The levee crown is gravel surfaced and in excellent condition.
Landside and waterside slopes are variable, typically ranging between 1V on 2H to 3H. Borings
2F-92-7 and -8 indicate the levee materials consists of loose sand, while the foundation-soils are
composed of variable deposits of clay, silt and clayey sand, or sandy clay.

3. Past Performance.

The 17-mile levee reach along the west bank of Sacramento River has performed well. Two
sites were identified as having seepage problems. These are described below.

Site 13 is about 1,600 feet in length (Location, Plate 11, and Profile, Plate 43). It is located
in the town of Colusa between 5th and 9th Streets. The levee in this area was set back many
years ago to its current position between River Street and Main Street. The waterside bank has
eroded away as the river moved closer to the levee over the years. The old buildings on Main
_ Street have cellars, some of which collect water during high stages. Old tunnels and galleries
~ that used to run under Main and River Streets to the docks on the river are not known to have
been properly bdckfilled. The portal of at least one of these tunnels, now bricked up, still exists
in the basement of one building (Hog Heaven) and produces seepage during high stages.

Site 15 is approximately 3,800 feet in length, extends from R.M. 154.8 upstream to R-M.
156.2 (Location, Plate 12, and Profile, Plate 45). This is an area of considerable seepage when
high stages continue for extended periods. In 1983 seepage was particularly bad, causing closure
of Highway 45 until CALTRANS started pumping the water into a nearby ditch leading to
Colusa Trough.
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4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

The levee along Site 13 is only about 12 feet high, and landside slope is relatively flat at
approximately IV on 2.2H. The riverside berm is protected by stone. During the field
inspection, no visible signs of seepage were detected. It is believed that the seepage in this area
is a nuisance, but does not pose any major risk to levee stability. No repairs are recommended
at this site.

Site 15 was identified as experiencing heavy seepage during high water. Based on available
drill logs, the levee and foundation soils are not susceptible to excessive seepage. The levee and
foundation material is primarily clay, sandy clay, and silt. During the field inspection, there
were no indications of past seepage in this area. There is no recommendation for reconstruction
for this site.

G. SACRAMENTO RIVER - WEST BANK LEVEE (Glenn Co. L.D. 1 and L.D. 2)

_ This reach includes approximately 17 miles along the west bank of the Sacramento River and
extends from the Colusa-Glenn County line upstream to Ordbend, as shown on Plate 1 (R.M.
164.5 to RM. 184). Glenn County Levee District No. 1 maintains the upper portion of this reach
(5 miles). Glenn County Levee District No. 2 maintains lower portion of this reach (12 miles).

1. Explorations.
Explorations performed during this study included a total of 10 borings (2F-92-1 thru -5).

These borings were drilled at two different sites where seepage has been reported during high
river conditions. Landside and waterside toe borings were drilled to a depth of 25 feet, and the
levee crown borings were drilled to a depth of 45 feet. .

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

The levee and foundation profiles are shown on Plates 47 and 49. The levee cross sections
are shown on Plates 48 and 50. The levee in this reach of the Sacramento River varies from 5
to 16 feet in height. The levee is higher at the southern end, but is typically about 14 feet high.
The levee slopes are typically 1V on 1.4H to 2H landside and IV on 2.1H to 3.2H on the
waterside. The levee crown width varies from 15 to 40 feet and is typically about 18 feet wide.
A portion of the levee crown is paved and a portion is gravel surfaced. Based on available
exploration data, the levee material consists of clay and sandy clay. The foundation material at
Sites 16 and 19 consists of clay. At Site 19 sand exists at a depth of about 14 to 20 feet below

. the clay.

3. Past Performance.

Past problems along this reach of the Sacramento River have generally been landside
seepage. Five past problem areas were identified. Site 16 thru 18 are maintained by Levee
District No. 2, and Site 19 is maintained by Levee District No. 1. These are described below.

Site 16 begins at the Glenn-Colusa County line and extends approximately 9,500 feet
upstream (Location, Plate 13, and Profile, Plate 14). See Photo 19. This is an area of seepage
that reportedly develops when the river is at high stages for several days. Seepage occurs in the
irrigation ditch that parallels the road in this reach. It also occurs in the field away from the

7
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levee. During extended periods of high flow, the effects of high water are reportedly apparent
several miles out into the field. It was reported that at least one well about 2 miles from the
levee becomes artesian at these times.

Approximately 600 feet north of Site 16, past seepage has been reported adjacent to the
4-inch-diameter cast iron pipe through the levee (Photo 20). The pipe is highly corroded and
penetrates the levee at a point below the design flood level. The pipe was apparently used in past
years for irrigation. It appeared to be abandoned. For several reasons, including the
susceptibility of the levee soils to seepage and piping and the deteriorated condition of the pipe,
the pipe should be removed and the levee soils recompacted adjacent to the excavation created
during removal of the pipe.

Site 17 was identified as an area of heavy seepage, beginning just south of Highway 162 and
extending approximately 1,700 feet downstream (Location, Plate 13). During high river stages,
water reportedly flows out of the ground between the levee and the highway. During the field
inspection, extensive rodent holes were found on the landside of the levee just north of Highway
162.

Site 18 is located approximately 1,700 feet north of Highway 162. At this location a new
ditch has been dug perpendicular to the levee (location, Plate 14). The ditch is about 10 feet
wide and 10 feet deep and intercepts a sand layer. A portion (90 feet) of this ditch has been
backfilled. A number of swales that are up to several hundred yards from the levee typically fill
with water during high river stages.

Site 19 is about 2,000 feet in length and is approximately 5,200 feet south of the town of
Glenn (Location, Plate 14, and Profile, Plate 49) see Photos 21 and 22. This is a location of
reported seepage that occurs when the river has been up for several days. The river is some
distance from the levee in this reach, and the levee only has water against it during high flows.
During events such as 1986, and particularly 1983, significant seepage was reported in the field
betwéen the levee and the highway, and the field becomes too soggy for agricultural operations.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

Site 16 is a location where seepage flows into a drainage ditch adjacent to the levee toe. This
reach of levee is a paved highway with a very large crown width, approximately 40 feet (Photo
19). The levee and foundation material consists mostly of clay, and there does not appear to be
a high potential for piping. It is likely that the drainage ditch intercepts some seepage during
high water. No repairs are recommended at this site.

, North of Site 16, seepage has been reported adjacent to the 4-inch dlameter cast iron pipe

" through the levee (Photo 20). The pipe should be removed and the levee recompacted with
native material. It is recommended that this measure be undertaken by the Glenn County Levee
District No. 2.

Site 17 was reported as a seepage area. During the field inspection, there were no indications
of past seepage. It is believed that the seepage in this area is generalized seepage that does not
pose any threat to the levee. Therefore, no repairs are recommended at this site.

Site 18 is a site where a ditch had been dug perpendicular to the levee. During the field

_inspection, it was observed that a portion of the ditch was backfilled. If seepage-related
problems still occur in this ditch, it is recommended the entire ditch be backfilled. This reach

8
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of the study area has performed without any other problems. Therefore, there are no
recommendations for reconstruction for this area.

Site 19 was’identified as an area of significant seepage that occurs when the river has been
up for several days. The levee along this reach is relatively low, varying from 9.3 to 11.3 feet,
with a flat landside slope of IV on 2.3H (Photos 21and 22). Based on the exploration data and
levee geometry, it is believed the levee in this reach is stable. A levee underseepage analyses
at this site resulted in a seepage exit gradient of 0.46. Engineering guidelines suggest a seepage
berm where the exit gradient exceeds 0.50. Therefore, no reconstruction is recommended in this
reach. - ' '

H. SACRAMENTO RIVER - EAST BANK LEVEE (Glenn County Levee District No. 3)

The levee in this reach extends for approximately 12 miles along the east bank of the
Sacramento River and extends from Glenn-Colusa County line upstream to approximately 2,000
feet north of the Butte-Glenn County line, as show on Plate 1 (R-M. 162 to RM. 176). The levee
in'this reach is located in Glenn County and maintained by the Glenn County Levee District No.
3.

1. Explorations. _
There is no record of explorations in this reach of levee.

2. _Levee and Foundation Conditions.

A typical levee cross section for this reach is shown on Plate 13. The levee in this reach of
Sacramento River ranges in height from 9 to 16 feet, but is typically about 12 feet high. The
levee crown width varies from 10 to 20 feet and is typically about 18 feet. The levee crown is
gravel surfaced and in excellent condition. The waterside slope varies from approximately 1V
on 3H to 4H, but is typically about IV on 3H. The landside slope varies from about IV on 2H
to 2.5H, but is typically about IV on 2H. Levee and river bank erosion has been reported at two
sites. The first site begins approximately 1,800 feet north of the Glenn-Colusa County line and
extends 2,500 feet upstreamn. The levee in this area sustained erosion damage during the 1986
flood. The rather long fetch across open water and heavy south winds while water was up
against the levee caused the erosion damage. The second site is about 2,600 feet in length and
extends from R.M. 167.8 to 168.3. At this location, the river is eroding the bank. While not a
serious problem at this time, there is concern about the effect on the levee in the future if this
erosion continues.

3. Conclusions and Recommendations.

In general, the existing condition of the levee in this reach is good and the levee appears
stable. Bank protection should be provided in this reach where erosion is active. There are no
recommendations for reconstruction in this reach.
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I _SACRAMENTO RIVER - EAST BANK LEVEE (East Levee Sacramento River)

This reach includes approximately 20 miles along east bank of the Sacramento River and
extends from the confluence of the Butte Slough outfall gates to the Glenn-Colusa County line,
as shown on Plate 1 (R.M. 138.2 to R.M. 162). The levee in this reach is maintained by the
California Department of Water Resources.

1. Explorations.
There is no record of explorations in this reach of levee.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

A typical levee cross section for this reach is shown on Plate 12. The levee in this reach of
Sacramento River typically ranges in height from 9 to 19 feet, but is typically about 13 feet. The
levee crown width varies from 14 to 26 feet and is typically about 18 feet. A portion of levee
crown is paved and the rest is gravel surfaced. Levee slopes appear to be uniform throughout
this reach at IV on 2H on the landside and a 1V on 3H on the waterside.

3. Conclusions and Recommendations.

The levee in this reach appears to be in good condition. It is well maintained, with no sign
of erosion, settlement, or instability. No problems of were reported for this reach of levee in the
past, and there are no recommendations for reconstruction.

J. _SACRAMENTO RIVER - EAST BANK LEVEE: BUTTE SLOUGH - WEST BANK
LEVEE (R.D. 70)

The levee in this reach covers the northern Sutter Basin and includes approximately 24 miles
and is maintained by the Reclamation District 70. These levee include the east bank of the
Sacramento River from the confluence of Butte Slough to 15.6 miles downstream. The west
bank of Butte Slough extends from the Sacramento River to Sutter Bypass and is approximately
8 miles in length, as shown on Plate 1.

1. Explorations.
Explorations conducted during this study included four borings (2F-92-15 through -16). See

Plate 9. Landside and waterside toe borings were drilled to a depth of 25 feet, and the levee
crown borings were drilled to a depth of 45 feet. Borings 16 and 16A were drilled where sand

. boils have been reported during high river conditions.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

The levee along west bank of Butte Slough varies from 15 to 19 feet in height, with an 18
to 22-foot crown width, a1V on 1.8H to 3H slope on the landside, and IV on 2.2H to 3.3H slope
on the waterside. The levee and foundation profile is shown on Plate 39. The levee cross -
sections are shown on Plate 40. Based on available exploration data, the levee and foundation
soils along the west bank of the Butte Slough are composed of variable deposits of silt, clay and
sandy clay.

The levee along the east bank of Sacramento River varies from 10 to 22 feet in helght, Wlth
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22 to 33-foot crown width, a IV on 2H slope on the landside, and a 1V on 2.2H to 3H slope on
the waterside. Approximately half the levee crown is a paved highway and the rest is gravel
surfaced. ’

3. Past Performance.

The 15.6 miles of levee along the east bank of the Sacramento River has performed well with
no reported problems. However, several problem areas have been reported in the past along the
west bank levee of Butte Slough. These are described below.

Site 6 is the site of the 1940 break in the levee located near levee mile 4.2 (Plate 9). It has
been reported that the scour hole from this break has water in it year around and produces
significant seepage during high flows.

Site 7 is about 500 feet in length and located near levee mile 3.4 (Location, Plate 9, and
Profile, Plate 39). A:number of small boils have occurred near the levee toe and in the adjacent
orchard. In 1986, thése boils were monitored but did not require flood fighting measures such
as sandbag chimneys.

Site 14 is the site of a sinkhole 10 to 15 feet in diameter located near levee mile 6.7 (Plate
10). This sink hole reportedly occurred for no apparent reason during a summer low water
period. The site was excavated for exploration and then backfilled and compacted with native
material.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

Site 6 is the site of a 1940's levee breach. A large scour pond remains approximately 170
feet from the levee toe. It is likely that seepage from Butte Slough enters into the pond. The
landside slope is relatively flat at IV on 2.5 to 2.8H. No repairs are recommended at this
location. .

Site 7 was identified as a site where a number of small boils have occurred in the past.
Based on available exploration data, the levee material consists of silt and sandy silt. The
foundation soils are composed of silt, clay, and clayey sand. There is a sand layer about 30 feet
below the natural ground surface. The landside slope at this site is relatively flat at about 1V on
2.8H (Photo 23). No indication of past boils or seepage were evident during field inspection.
No reconstruction is recommended for this site.

- During field inspection, a depression was noted at the waterside levee toe near levee mile
7.1 (Photos 24 and 25). This depression is 3 feet deep and 9 to 11 feet in diameter and appears

. to have occurred recently. It is recommend that Reclamation District 70 excavate backfill and
" compact the depression with native material.

K. SUTTER BYPASS - WEST BANK LEVEE: TISDALE BYPASS - NORTH BANK LEVEE
SACRAMENTO RIVER - EAST BANK LEVEE (R.D. 1660)

The levee covered in this reach is located in Sutter County and is on the west bank of Sutter
Bypass and extends from the beginning of Sutter Bypass downstream to the intersection with
Tisdale Bypass, north bank of Tisdale Bypass, and a portion of east bank of Sacramento River
extending from Tisdale Bypass approximately 3 miles upstream (Plates 5, 6, and 8). The levee
in this reach is approximately 17 miles in length and is maintained by Reclamation District 1660.
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1. Explorations.
Prior to this study, 23 explorations were performed along the west bank of Sutter Bypass.

These were borings 2F-3 through -10 drilled in April 1956, borings 2F7-51a-1A, 2F7-Sla-1
through -12 drilled in July 1957, and borings 2F8-1 and 2F8-18 drilled in April 1958. These
borings were drilled along the landside levee toe where seepage and boils have been reported
during high flood stages. Most of these borings were drilled to a depth of 20 feet.

2._Levee and Foundation Conditions. '

The levee and foundation profiles are shown on Plate 37. The levee cross sections are shown
on Plate 38. The Sutter Bypass levee is typically about 24 feet in height with a 15- to 20-foot
crown width, a IV on 2H slope on the landside, and a IV on 3H slope on the waterside (Photos
26 and 27). The waterside slope of the levee is rock revetted. There is a 50-foot-wide berm
between landside toe and an irrigation ditch. The west Sutter Bypass levee was raised by the
Sacramento District in 1941. Based on available borings, the foundation consists of a 4- to
5-foot clay layer on top of a 2- to 5-foot layer of hardpan. Beneath the hardpan is alluvial clay
with silt and sand layers. Pervious sand and sﬂt layers generally occur within 5 to 10 feet of the
surface.

The levee on the north bank of Tisdale Bypass is typically about 21 feet in height with a very
wide levee crown of approximately 75 feet. The levee slopes are typically 1V on 2H waterside
and 1V on 3H landside. The Sacramento River levees in this reach are generally 9 to 15 feet in
height with 14- to 33-foot crown widths, a IV on 2H slope on the landside and 1V on 3H slope
on the waterside.

3. _Past Performance.

The levees of the north side of Tisdale Bypass and Sacramento River are generally in good
condition with no problems reported. Most of the reported problems are along the west bank of
Sutter Bypass. The problem area extends from MaClatchy Road south to Tisdale Bypass, about
5 miles. This area has a history of heavy seepage and boils. The high flood stages in the bypass
and subsequent underseepage caused sand boils and heaving ground along the landside levee toe.
These sand boils and ground upheaval occurred in December 1955, February 1958, December
1964, and January 1970.

- During 1955, a total of 14 relief drain wells were installed along the west levee to control
the boils and ground upheaval. However, subsequent seepage conditions indicated that the relief

~ wells were inadequate to control the boils. Therefore, in 1970, a gravel relief trench was
~ installed in two different reaches along the west Sutter Bypass levee to control underseepage

pressure. Reachi 1 is 2 feet wide and 10 feet deep and extends from Oswald Road to 13,800 feet
south. Reach 2 is 2 feet wide and 17.5 feet deep, and extends from Oswald Road to 8,000 feet
north. This treatment seems to have cured the problem in both areas.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

The levee along the west bank of Sutter Bypass has a long history of heavy seepage and
boils. However, since the construction of the relief trench, there have been no reports of boils
or ground heaving in the repaired reach. Clear seepage does occur during periods of high water
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in the Bypass. Therefore, the fix in this area is considered to be performing as designed. During
the field inspection there were no signs of recent seepage or boil activity. In general, the levee
along the west bank of Sutter Bypass appears to be substantially stable, and there are no
recommendations for reconstruction in this reach.

L. CHEROKEE CANAL (Maintenance Area No. 13)

Cherokee Canal, Maintenance Area 13 is east of Oroville in Butte County, California (Plates
16 through 19). The levees include both banks of Cherokee Canal and extends from Colusa
Highway upstream to Highway 99, approximately 41.6 miles. The Cherokee Canal levees are
maintained by Sutter Yard of the California Department of Water Resources.

1. Explorations.
Twenty-two borings (2F8-1 through 2F8-22) were performed by the Corps of Engineers in

May 1958 along both banks of Cherokee Canal. Landside and waterside toe borings were drilled

to a depth of 10 to 18 feet, and the levee crown borings were drilled to a depth of 20 to 35 feet. -

No new explorations were conducted during this study.

2. Tevee and Foundation Conditions.

Based on available exploration data, the levee soils along the Cherokee Canal are primarily
sandy clay and sandy silt. The foundation materials consist of varying combinations of sand,
sandy clay, sandy gravel, clay, and silt. A typical levee cross section is shown on Plate 16. The
levee height varies from approximately 3 to 10 feet. The levee slopes are typically IV on 2H
waterside and 1V on 2.5H to 3H landside (Photo 28 and 29).

3._Past Performance.

Several problem areas have been reported in the past along the Cherokee Canal levee. Site
20 is on the left bank levee at approximately levee mile 21 (Plate 16). A slip 100 to 150 feet
long occurred on the landside slope in 1986. In 1983, another similar slip occurred downstream
about one-tenth of a mile. Both slips were repaired by Sutter Yard forces. Site 21 is on the right
bank just downstream from an old Sacramento Northern railroad grade crossing (Plate 19). At
this location, approximately 0.4 mile does not have levee and overtopped in March 1989.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

, Although some levee slips were reported in the past, the overall performance of the Cherokee
" Canal levees has been good. Most of the problem areas are small and considered a maintenance
responsibility and not considered a potential threat to levee stablhty If site 21 is not up to the
design height, it should be raised. e
M. BUTTE CREEK (Maintenance Area No. 5)

Butte Creek, Maintenance Area S is located in Butte County, California (Plates 20 through
22). The levees are on both banks of Butte Creek and are approximately 33 miles long. It begins
about 3 miles southeast of Chico and extends to about 4 miles east of the town of Afton. The
Butte Creek levees are maintained by Sutter Yard of the California Department of Water
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Resources.

1. Explorations.
Prior to this study, 30 explorations were performed along both banks of Butte Creek levees.

These were borings 2F-3, 2F-9 through -17, and 2F-25 through -35 drilled in July 1948, borings
2F-3A and 2F-4A drilled in June 1949, and borings 4B-8, 2F-1 through -8 drilled in 1953.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

A typical levee cross section is shown on Plate 20. The Butte Creek levees range in height
from approximately 5 to 10 feet. The levee crown width are variable, typically ranging from 10
to 15 feet wide. Slopes as measured during the field investigation vary from about IV on 2H to
2.9H landside, and IV on 2.4H to 3.3H waterside (Photo 30). Based on an available exploration
data, the levee material consists of sandy clay, clayey silt, or silty clay. The foundation consists
of varying combinations of sand, clayey sand, sandy silt, clay, and silt. E

‘3. _Past Performance. '

No seepage, sand boils, or levee stability problems have been reported for the Butte Creek
levees. Based on the California Department of Water Resource reconnaissance report, both the
Midway Road and railroad crossings are at lower elevations than the adjacent levee. However,
no problems have been reported at these sites. The railroad bridge also requires cleaning of
debris after every high water. This work is carried out by railroad personnel as necessary.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.
Overall, the Butte Creek levees appear to be in good condition, are well maintained, and
have no sign of seepage or erosion. At the reported low areas the levee elevation should be

checked.

N. MUD CREEK AND SYCAMORE CREEK (Butte County Public Works)

Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek are in northwest Chico, Butte County, California. The
levees are on both banks of Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek and are approximately 22.5 miles
in length (Plates 23 and 24). The Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek levees are maintained by
Butte County Public Works.

1._Explorations.
Thirteen explorations were performed along the Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek levees

prior to this study. These were borings 2F7-16, -18, and ~19, drilled in December 1957, and
borings 2F-60-6, -7, -8, -11, -12, -15, -18, -19, -21, -22, drilled in June 1960.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

The Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek levees vary from 5 to 10 feet in height, with 10- to 12--
foot crown width, a 1V on 3H slope on the waterside and a IV on 2H slope on the landside
(Photos 31and 32). The foundation soils along Mud Creek consist generally of a firm to stiff
sandy clay (CL) and fat clay (CH) to depths of 5 to 15 feet. Below this layer the material
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generally consists of a compact, slightly cemented sandy silt (ML). The foundation materials
along Sycamore Creek consist of a firm sandy silt (ML) with average depth of about 3 feet.
Below this layet, materials consist of sandy gravel, silt or fat clay.

3. Past Performance.

The levees of Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek are generally in good condition with no
problems reported. The sediment does have a tendency to build up at some locations in the
system and reduce flow capacity. The California Department of Water Resources is responsible

- for sediment removal, and so far no problems have developed.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.
Mud Creek and Sycamore Creek levees appear to be in good condition and very well
maintained. No recommendations are made for these levees.

Q. DEER CREEK (Tehama County Public Works)

Deer Creek is located near the town of Vina, Tehama County, California. Four sections of
the levees ranging in length from 0.5 mile to 5 miles make up the flood control system totaling
approximately 7 miles in length (Plate 25). The Deer Creek levees are maintained by Tehama
County Public Works. ’

1. Explorations.

There is no record of any explorations for the Deer Creek levees.

2. _Levee and Foundation Conditions. :

The levee cross section is shown on Plate 25. The Deer Creek levee typically ranges in
height between 3 to 12 feet. The levee crown width is typically 12 feet. The levee slopes are
typically IV on 2H waterside and IV on 3H landside (Photo 33). .

3. Past Performance.

The levees were originally constructed in 1948, but were repaired by the Corps of Engineers
in 1983 and Tehama County in 1985. During the 1986 flood, there were three levee breaches
along the left bank levee and two eroded sites on the right and left bank. The damaged levee was
repaired by the Corps of Engineers. Since 1986, the California Department of Water Resources
has excavated large amounts of sediment from the channel. This material has been spoiled

" between the levee and the creek channel, with the top of the spoil pile being about the same

elevation as the crown of the levee.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.
Overall, the existing condition of the levee appears stable, with no sign of seepage or
erosion. Therefore, no reconstruction is recommended for the Deer Creek levees.
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P. _ELDER CREEK (Tehama County Public Works).

Elder Creek is near the town of Gerber, Tehama County, California. The levees are on both
banks of Elder Creek and are approximately 8 miles in length (Plate 26). The levees begin about
1.25 miles upstream from the confluence of Elder Creek and the Sacramento River and extend
to I-5. The Elder Creek levees are maintained by Tehama County Public Works.

1. Explorations.
Prior to this study, three explorations were performed along the Elder Creek levees These

were borings 2B9-1, 2F9-1, and 2F9-2, drilled in August 1959.

2. Levee and Foundation Conditions.

A typical levee cross section is shown on Plate 26. The Elder Creek levees typically range
in height between 3 to 7 feet. The levee crown width is typically 12 feet. The landside and
waterside slopes are variable and range from approximately IV on 2H to 3H (Photos 34 and 35).
The foundation soils from the surface to a depth of about 8 feet are relatively impervious,
consisting predominantly of sandy clay and sandy silt. Below 8 feet are discontinuous layers of
pervious materials such as silty sand and sandy gravel.

3. _Past Performance.

During the high water of February 1958, the locally constructed levee experienced erosion
and seven levee breaks varying from 30 to 250 feet in length. These failures were caused by
overtopping and erosion. The Elder Creek levees were reconstructed by the Sacramento District

" in 1959. It was reported that during the high water of 1986, levee overtopping occurred at the

Southern Pacific Railroad Bridge. The levee overtopped at the south bank due to debris at the
bridge. The other problem area is located at the lower end of the Elder Creek levees where
overtopping can occur during high stages. Depending upon stages in the river versus stages in
the creek, river water can overtop the levees. Also, sediment tends to build up in this reach of
Elder Creek when backwater from the river slows velocities in the creek.

4. Conclusions and Recommendations.

During the field inspection the Elder Creek levee appeared to be stable, in good condition,
and well maintained with no sign of erosion or settlement. The problems reported above are
considered a local maintenance responsibility. It is concluded that no reconstruction is needed

~ for the Elder Creek levees.
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TABLE 1

" SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED RECONSTRUCTION

SITE RECOMMENDED RECONSTRUCTION | LENGTH
Site 4 Seepage/Stability Berm 0.51 mile (2700 ft)
Site 11/12 Seepage/Stability Berm 2.68 miles
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" Photo 1: Site 1 - Landside slope just um&&mx of iug W31,
{Nov 24, 1992)

2R g 2%

Photo %: Site 3. Looking u;as‘u_ 2amt along riverside slope near
boring 21292.2.  {April 27, 1992)

Photo % Site 1- Lodking zs;xsmzém along waterside slope from boring IR92.31,
(Nov, 24, 1992)

Phow 4: Site 2 - Typical lvee at this site. Laooking downsiteam a!dng !a;nds itde
slope near boring 209227, (April 27, 1992)
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Photo 13: Site 10 - An wrigation dich runndog along the landside

1

Lo Laoking downstream near boring 2892-14 (Nav 17, 1992)

=3

Phow 18 Site 11~ Paved highway on wp of levee. Looking downstream
along waterside slope near boring 2F8-92.11. (Nov 17, 1992)

{

ite 11 - Looking downstream along landside slope near boting

Looking upstresm afong waterside slope from boring 2R.92-14,
(Nov. 17, 1992)

B

2092-11. (Nov 17, 1992) Figure 4
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R0, (Mov 17, 1992)

Photo 19 Site 16 - Paved highway

On 10 O

f fevee and an ierigation ditch

runsting parallel 10 the landside e throughout this site. (May 21, 1992)

Lovking downstream along Jandside slope from boring
218249, (Mav, 17, 1992)

% . : 2Rk i ' .

Photes 20: North of Site 16 - 4 inches dismeler cast irou pipe throngh the levee,
May 21, 1992 . _
(May ! Fipure §

C— 03888

C-103888



Photo 21: Site 19 - Looking ups
boring 2F-02-1,  (May 21, 1992)

weam wlong the lands ide skope from

Photo 220 Site 19 - Typical levee slong this sw‘ I.mic.mg
boring 28922, {May 21, 1992)

Typical levee atoog this site. Looking upstresm
from buring 259215,  (Aprid 28, 1992)

Figure 6

C— 03889

C-103889



3 5 f’ 56 PN % 3 %%
0 AL DRSS 2 % SRR HIRRSNES % i (5 SRS L
Photo 24: Approx. 1600 fi. portds of Site 14 - A very Large depression

¥

on the riverside stope near fovee mile 7,10 (Nov 24, 1992)

Hhoto 26: Site § - Looking downsiream along lands ide slope, An irriga
ditch running paralie! o the lands ide toe, (May 21, 1992)

Phota 25; Approx, 1600 {t nonth of Site

(Nov. 24, 1992).
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Phuto 27 Sie § » Looking upsticam along watersid

(May 21, 1992)
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aresnt view of the depression,

Figure 7
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Photo 28: Site 20 -~ Cherobee Caanle Typical Soath bank lovee . Fhotrs 29; Chaiokee Canal ~ Typical North bank levee

{May 21, 1992 {Oe 21 1992)
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Photo 312 Typical levee at Mud Creek,  Looking upstecarn along
Moith bank fevee, {(Ex 27, 1993) South bunk fevee, (Ot 27, 1592)
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Typical levee @1 Sycamore Creck, Lo
North bank levee,  (Qct 26, 19923

23 P .

Photo 32¢

Phote 34: Blder Creek. Typical South bank levee,

(Ot 26, 1992)

; 1&2 G

Typical lecc ,r Deer C‘icek. Lawoking
Sonth bank leves,  (Oct 26, 199)

Oct 27 1992)

ider Creek - Typical I\It'}rih bm& .icwe

downstream along

Figure 9
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GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
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SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE V

PLATES

"C—103893

C-103893



P68¢€01L—-0

¥68€01-0

. 'l
T 3ivid’ SAVd ALIIVS

5 b o SGESSHYSRO .
™ 3NIT HOLVI
m&’ S i
dvrl X3ONI S I ﬂ
SI3ATT 30 NOLLYAVAZ TYOINHO3LO3O | ms oyoud jo uonsap @
A 3SVH4 ~ VIV CUNIIVENS 1B4d) " puo LOR090; “xoLddy
NOLIVITIVAS, MEISAS TOHINGD QD03 H3ATH OLNGVIOYS ol £ 4 3vid A .
YRRV DucweNs NOLLDZS MOS0 08 uoppuojdxy 35D JO UORDIOT @ R S . 2,
TN S0 arNGa | HONVEE TVONHD31029 LA &3 S AN (XX
wla o ] i uogoJoidx3 jo uoRodaT @ ooy ! G
Y i
2 s ooy NuS 304 e\
———————— - N opoipuadied Bnp youp u e6odoes }=
SIWIS OHdVEO 5 92A3] nay adid punouo abodesg X
[oUDD *UYBROIS "48B) S
abpdas m
SN snsRaan S
JOAS A —_—
R (92- 7SIV o GNIDTT
(VW XA0N o4 gN3937

IR Qoa'\é\, s
o ¥. . 24019 '\:’o/ - LT S
\-"\4-. 8“;}:-,~~’
JA0LS JUDSD?D . ~ . .
> : ’ < / podauaag
- s : ]
o= ;
- - T3likoy = —andi ' > ! \J
-7 - ‘ . 4 . o r * - o'
g =7 ol AN uoyDH,
~ PR \ -
oBpLIGMOIL o e Kl
. £
N, - e N0 \9‘5
R R 2 s
~ LISI] 30427 IpIS * ‘
- ISOM JOARS OJUADIDDS ’
. »5 sbudg ~
uo ua ! t‘ L4 uoSpJDqO!a Pid 'ﬂ‘ .
pLYS” &, . /;)'o" ¥ Pl . ydang _/"‘3"
I ) A %3 Dt o
B 10 36309 ¢ . . Na
ot ’{‘ spyong P pooRy L ‘E
S
PR -
’—-/
% ’,
/" .
. 1SNYaAI0
7
la“y\s,(m
Y
7Y n
) O S
f B 7 e
() & 2 Yy
® FRR -
A | . .
’ . - - o —
LS owey = L cme s~ T TR
e w -] [ P .)0 — 6\9 o
. ’ JOAY OjUARLIDIID!
oquoj , 900 'gaa:}-x 150 S
3 % -
(o) &
gyt !
5 o . 09‘_ N
49, WUHL @ (t OiburIued Y
. f—?l \Sl Qé g: .3
C \ -H

3N HOLYA ~

( SAYd 3A - SISATYNY TVNOLDNNA




" FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

]

g : : !
\ |
- H .
2y W 20 . ' [
n AOAD 3 - = E*m
x| R ;]
. 5 23 . .. { 24 f
3 H [
.ﬂ’ —— Landing Strp. 4

GRAPHIC SCALES
A 1 . 300 oo 2000" 1000 e x50
A
@l N L I LAR S
GEOTECHMICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE aRUY

SOL. DESIGN SECTION SATUWENTC W.Q:.W! OF QKOS
— SACRALENTO RIVER FLOJD CONTRIL SYSTEM EVALUATION

Ny || B UPPER SACRAMENTD AREA ~ PHASE ¥
T GEGTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

Schoeh™ [eas——

o 0. RIKETTS RIVER MILE 90 ~ 97

> : sarm n.-zAs :(:N §_Mov_30. %992
N ! 1 7 - 3 e ————— % SACRIVERY. DCX

RASTEN FLES K-landing o, [1iorade sl S-Came oll, Kibylie olt

SAFETY PAYS O3 —PLATE 2

C— 03895
C-103895



Cgfon,
i
///‘\L-k !
COLUSANCO e
.
b
-~ 30" P,
- / HEN
\ ' ” ot Nem

FUNCTIONAL A_NALXSJsS - VE PAYS

\3"- , ~_2:-'-92“--2& RN

e Nt 108 —— (@) iy .
> Los——( Eﬁi& ¢
S \\

N N
o SACEARENP, N\
Va 2F=92-26 S \,\

S o Y PN
./‘/ H ‘{ﬁq)sullock Bend| \|
. U~ i
v 1 0SS ,
Y

POV 2F-e2-27

5

- |
SITE 2 - Seepage ; 2F-32-28A

1L

il
!
N
S N

GRAPHIC SCALES

3000 2000 1000 0
T - %00
AN
AN 2,

-~ T W wiw '\\‘
SEOTECHICAL BUNGH | gmen mrea ||\
— SICRUENTO RIVER FLID ONTRQL STSIDE BLUATIN | |/

K. 1A UPPER SACRIMENTO AREA = PHASE V !
-.n'r.wn GEQTECHN[CAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
= . ROXETTS RIVER MILE 97 - 109

2F~92-28 —

China Besad
{0 ’ 4, ’ ,
; PN ',A

9, e

—TN
\ ahilli

F

TR RO NN

30 AS SHOWN | Nov 30, M92
@ Jniem
3

%

SACRIVER!.DGH

TR TR

o !
S SAFETY PAYS B

RASTER FLE' Doeredo oht, Nirkvide ot

C— 03896

C-103896




1PPPML W MOl TN NS

3000
»

cmaemasraeret

PLATE 4

2 e = . MWW

SACRIYER1 .DOH

RE. 25 -
ARTUENT
SACRIMDITD,

zup AS SHOWN Nov 3G,

UPPER SACRUENTD AREA - PHASE ¥
GEDTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION

e~
-
)
3
2 |
I _ " : - w..w
. e | Y w ]
: _ 5 il % =
— w
o A M
LS - W_ m m =
_m % w
_ &l 5 =
g o«
|
]
f

SAFETY PAYS B

S
——te"
c. f- D
g . A e ».u?..
DA B .smwz..ﬁdu# 3
o PN
N N\ A //.Vr/
P R \ N
- ud

TFUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS — VE PAYS

A preszye .EB.-.;\ s
’ %rﬁﬁu.@nuhunnﬂ-f €

C-103897

C— 03897



SITE 8
Seepage and
Smali Boils

\

M RGAD "'"“‘%

¥7-5-6

a

g

Fsasasncicqiernanns

137

\

\
2F7-51c-1@! \}\:3
2F7-51a-1A %Y

Tisaate
By.Pass

s,

D vt —meria dgmn]
i Y
N
18
=
N
0 = 326
GRAPHIC SCALES
b angy S0 2000 __too o' 3000
o | W Joor LA LJ

GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH
SOL DESIGN SECTION

OEPARTUENT OF THE ARMY
SACRAUNTD QISTRCY, CORPS OF DICNCIRS
SACRAMENTD, CALFORMA

g SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOCD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION §

% : o UPPER SACRAENTO AREA ~ PHASE ¥ :

¥ SR § i GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES | §

%., P> Sowocms | SUTTER BYPASS, TISDALE BYPASS | 3

% HE s %5 S Siown | tiov 30, 992 F

B % - S— ] swRIvERI.0M 2
B SAFETY PAYS PLATE 5

C— 0

38938

C-103898



1B eppal 1IN WAISYS

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

™

alrevtinamag, anp

|

. e .
L e bt )

M T WL b T b LT
letoss .
xx
B N
e - _ 7 D 1
. _ M
: : Al R
... . . \.N ! E
: R _
' A ; F
) X ] I SRS
N X
H v \1\\ ...... S m
e .|.._ R N am.
PR R ! i
L : o/}
umtewavenvsondzan ! 3 T H
TRTnmentieAt At s t ek naneransezrmalie, L, L %.. :
- o s - .
< ! 5 ¥
\ R 1w
L g &
' i -
. I3
PO -l ..'m.. {
e~ | (R e
e v ) S
i = se. ..l._m n_
— - TR | DV |
T 0 . A N}
- hie} i : U
e 5 o
Ty wawyy . {1
RSN ¢ merrearmemserresgxeswefley 13 x
Sy g — u”.\ Eap -~ / “ §
.rl ..\ CF m. e e, ’ 3
ol . m
epe  cmasmasumEIRESSERSTe N p
H
A

e ~ Wu

) /A

N (1=

oo 0 gl
ST R (I

”

1
PLATE 6

)
g
& v
< [ B
w . | g
- B m §
3 N = |2 g 8
0 N .~ @ 543 g
gE mmw
. & ’
mm :

B o)

GRAPHIC SCALES

TS SAFETY PAYS O

1000

UPPER SACRUENT] AREA ~ PHASE ¥

GEOTECHN[CAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

SACRAMENTO R{VER FLOMD CINTROL SYSTBM EVALUATION

L4

s ]

S0

RIVER MILE 118 ~ 124

SOL DESIGN SECTION

“COTECHMICAL BRANCH

K, UN
[—

0. AICKETTS

K, uUN

"

C— 03899

O, JOU. CEIWN JTLTION

C-103899



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

WINLD WIRIMIL THS WAL

L

p K

g

J

«..

i
il .

v Y “3IxTV08y

k.

{1

11

Dy

n.

4]

7

e 17 1

oTRvIG o IN
Ny

S L

1 .
R WS

13&.

]
1
DEPARTUENT OF THE ARMY

SACRAENTO USTRCT, CORPS OF DISNEEXS

i
i
H
=
e
e

gl O
1
b oD

i E—

.
-
PLATE

o ——cTy

et WD ke,

}s-—

:

PRIIN

i-_-' o———— s

N
3

aodh

2R

=]

C— 03900

i
2
t.-_

& SAFETY PAYS

| Nov 30, 1932
SKCR{YERT. OGN

SACRNLENTO, CALFORMNIA

e AS SHOWN
AL -

[
4
| s

o

UPPER SACRAMENTG AREA ~ PHASE ¥

M o L4
nr .

..’

- .
2TAR,

GRAPRHIC SCALES
RIVER MILE 125 - 130

2000 reed
SACRAMENTT RIYER FLOUD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATIIN

GEDTECHNICAL EVALUATION CF LEVEES

JOL DESGH SECTION

9‘3‘ .

3000
SEOTECHNICAL BRANCH
0. NCKETTS

K.
K. MA

C-103900



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

LRty ¥ 3 ta t o T

LA ER =l ]

N323ES

.\,N.Vr..‘\».i
d

vt mmmnw RS

b R

ar’y

TN ravmons wamsn —uaTsawaise .

e
N
N

Y

PLATE 8

oy ey

B e s wmA Y m an e e R,

GRAPHIC SCALES

ol

00

0

Joge*

\
AN
vax

SUTTER BYPASS

UPPER SACRAKENTU AREA = PHASE ¥
GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATIQN QF LEVEES

SACRANENTT RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION

0cH

L
SACRIVER?,

D SAFETY PAYS

i AS SHOWN | Nov X0, 892

A
XN

0. RICKETTS

C-103901



206¢€01-0

206€01—9

53

=

ot
LD
m
M
e
N

ROLO3IS NS0

RONVYS WORKO31V

§
§ T
8 mn el
m m . 2 , .\\ g
w z MH W p ! mﬂ.m
m m m m " .\_ ./.Il.. °" m»m
WSM w m m..v mﬁ SR vﬂ.w
TR 5
mm m g .w LE] v
5L E e J
3 7 B
§ c 9 nm e 7
- mo< = P /) 7/ A
5 8 R e 1 T E
Y * ™M
~4

:‘\ A
.\‘

\
(&)

1 5108 1sdg

HAGENAN

T

SAVd ALIAVS

BSzeame-1Ttansry

X sse3s ar

8

nnabo

330 bu

a

Ny

0L

Qve

SAYd 3A - SISATUNY TUNOUDNNA

RAYTER FRES Worddancll, 3-Ouitas ot




\. \ S N l '\_ g
o \ - N
Xea” ~ .
L o, g
s VS ‘\ N TN
P \ —~—— \\
2‘. -10 \ \
. s
4 ! Lo 0\ Y H
® et ¥ \\‘ k) H
142/ . LR, SIE #4
/ o e ] Past sink
4 { = : hole site
]
\
N — \§,~
> - > :)
-\ = %__;-i '/I
'.\\. > ..." ~
K 12 NS i
‘?‘ *’\ 2?'92"11 - R e
15 @)
X s 2F-92-12A gy
\ 2F-92-11@’ Sap @ TEN R X
e 2F-92-12
/i
" SITE 11 - Seepage
L\
T
AP o
AR T A AN
W ST
.""' H . .-31:
~ N2 .:'
.
povee .
|
1
‘.. "".
. : ..\\"' - - .
A - ST 3.\ S VR S s —_——— e
b = ;;:-—_.:-—:—T—:T__'?,_ﬂ‘\ - W . n %, /._ ~
BN Kz . b N0 2F~92-13A %
\Q\'G};'. 'o1s i % 2F-92-13 & \t\\ .. 3
N A \ ! ; 5 °'- [ \\‘ \ i
Nl b N e USRI S0 N A
16 ¢
2 : B
— - ' I - . ,"\-~\~ i H '—t‘-gé _3? SE
GRAPHIC SCALES i I \\‘ s, Rl f S
30 000 v o 3000° N i{ \ A N
T 00— — N ‘\ ‘ i | : i -
) § : : I J:
ﬁ ! A o I -l‘ i 2 jq"'/'; I -
D 3 ST »iw ’ 7 ‘ . 2L - - d.;:!-, v s Coucheryt E
CTATECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY : . <R H Kt 24 2 Y,
0L DESKH SECTON e, ST ot ) = W & \2‘ SN ‘ PRS-
— s - e T & 4
vy SACRAMENTG RIVER FLOGO CONTROL SYSTEM EVALWATION | | ks i AN N T N
Kun UPPER SACRAMENTG AREA — PHASE ¥ v h 3 . : \ 1. .
e ! -~ R ,o . '\‘n\ ' P \‘ - H 5
™ GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES R i N, el \ :
e . : . v @) \
S moETTS RIVER MILE 131 - 142 . ! } ; " g L \ :
1 ! - - - g
fr~—— z:s tc:m I Nav 30, 1992 K 7, A - ~ N ﬁ\k\ ..,.-“ \ ;
L N 1 131 2\ 3 4 3
T o) SACRIVER1.DON . S N e . T i\ ~ORES 2

wh
)

O SAFETY PAYS B BPLATE

C— 03903
C-103903



FUNCIIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

UEOINOH "WYWIADE I HRE) IR 2305 NIIEVR

GR

amsevepus

: =
oS B
R mmwmmmmWWE
_ \ wm.mwm.[mm
] MWW PEEY N
> - [y i Mm mmmisnﬂﬂ
R EHFRIEEEL
. o ek
ol NIRRT
| &=

2000

i ANV , T v
AN wl]—— —. Ny Y
i [IVE /1 s ] 1<
[} LERR W A ST =] ! Lo -
—§ -\ ,_...P Be ry ’ o
u./“/ __—/ B.m [}] \\w :
U ! ] P > !
U U M..n._gm el
[ /.. ﬁ wno L 3
Ww e _.n 1) . ~ w% Y [
aaetse QL S5 e d
! g N |
m la
. M
e e :.‘

—1 03904

C

C-103904

...4'———__.....‘.—_.

- ..
‘e o4,
¢ Ol =
R o~
cay ¥
. 7o
- . It (3
2 LS i SR \
ey :
= - B
N <
S ) -
- 5 M
2 g N
- o
m D
Q %
< <
P2 ok




@ SAvVd AlL3dVUS

c06¢€01L—2

<1 3ivid

G06€01-O0

wEP
won

|

& vg-26~32

PO

<
/
g

v

HC e
!
]

SAVd 3A ~ SISATYNY TUNOLLONAS

Q0L =

] 3t

N‘ﬂ .;ﬁxv..;-:..u-a-:..-p‘.

0 1BATRYS

-
IBOL "OC AON HIOHS SV o
YRICA WD ‘OLICIVEDVE
SATIET A0 ST “LAUE0 OLIGVEIVS

AfY 3HL 40 IN3NLNYCE0

] ~4
P m 8 3 |-
§ galt M &
m 21| c .
aw @ 2 2 -
2 A mm - M
TR gl
”mmm g B m _
- mmmm m om w N
bﬂﬂlmmm 1] n&.._ W
Slmm o &
Pm.m “.-
1 o
] z
mnmm
K

TASIZA FREZs Jemdeencil, Weutesclt



FUNCITIONAL ANALYSIS — VE PAYS
AR N\ =g ] 'y}

T
@ STE 17- Seepage %‘& T
B - L

(74 - "-
1 - <
RN
A%
— e <
Seepage around ki
1{pipe thru levee —=
) . = J \’
/ ] p - b \
LY ST \
. " /s i :'ZF-92—3A
ﬁ'ﬂ »_,;'_#;._‘_-g
=N . ,
: ] X
! &
‘ )
: /
—— i /
' = Ik Y~
y s L
& -
SITE 16~ Seepage
S -
> : 2F-g2-dALROf 2F-92-4
f’\ i . y
hy: | “ l
& - __,_*\ q’g) :
A V73 P .-
\. N
NP AR PV /:) a; /L !
e o 1 d A -

2F-92-35A

- PAGIEIQ, o &

- ;,.._‘.,-4--_1

"y

Ny

//,,.
gl
=
”—?. l
Vatui |

WATERSIDE LANDSIDE
—{ 1020 e— |
10'-16'_—~77 NS

2-2.5

TYPICAL LEVEE CROSS SECTION

' .\ 3 ! L\ / £ ! River bank erosion .

Zé} L éﬂ f ] 24 A\ [ damoged i 86 S cRAPHC SOALES
s i ar) \ EE—
p : i .

3 : D
a 4 ! '

7 :
;?’f /_/ ; ) $ o to0y Pl 00X 3000° '
/"f ‘/ pay
" ’ El ) -Za\- aar [ wiw
4 / GEQTECHNICAL DEPARTUENT OF THE ARMY
i e ; g A SCL DESKCH SECTION N Do e roen ™ .
e SACRALENTG RIVER FLOOD CONTROL STSTEM Evaluatiow | §
/ / 62 v. un UPPER SACRAVENTD AREA - PHASE ¥ i
/ PR GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES s
' it <\ &r - RIVER MILE 162 - 168 |:
\- T - 4. i® 2 . i oo AS SHOWN_| Nov 30,190 § &
By S SR, &2 ol ol :
Y J 8 g "'f'? p —_—_ e — 4 SACRIYERS . DOM 3
SAFETY PAYS - PLATE 13

C— 03906
C-103906



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS — VE PAYS

1P'WRD IP'CLEN) NIV W3NG IR WALSYE

/»./.

/.ﬁ.\\d
S

- m v
_— ,mm mvmn_ g
m«wmmw._.mm
mm.mgw.w
ol s 3
91 1| {8 2wy it
NEIEEE
1R 125
Tt Ble 5=
. ¥
m Ko 4
% LAAmm _m._&_um

£

R

SITE 18 Ts
in ditch
endicular| :

epage
0

{
[Se

-

SAFETY PAYS B

- PLATE 14

C— 03907

C-103907



1IPWMD es] (214 W31

“FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

1083

Feb

2ad AS SHOWN
2 SMROERS 0

(T Tz wn

UPPER SACRAENTO AREA - PHASE V

GEOTECHN{CAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

RIVER MILE 177 ~184

GRAPHIC SCALES

SAMP Lmme cemer naecanw

SACRAMENTD RIVER FLOCD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION

%.\..c.h.._w\

ANBAE R E s IR

PES camew. (wemener

\

BT
h u.....mu..\.

:.!./

SAFETY PAYS

C-103908

- PLATE 15

C— 03908




FUNCIIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

s m =t
[t X LY

N
2=\

T

o

TS P

.... ——ee

L anssaznyazseanyson

l i ¥ ,f
N : \ g
i oo . 5
N yi ]
/ 3 ixl Vanr
) o R
SN WU N il
i J 35 '35 LE “\
¥ - !r. /" 2 N
;
¢ . A A
. 3 -
§ 35 / 26
s _} /"" !
SITE 20 7 T e———
. b Londside stope falures | *. e
e g | in 19&3 and 1986 S g -
!\: 4 .88 Ld"‘-’ ,{‘ g “‘\»';-—— r .
o~ (8D 3 F """" i T GRAPHIC SCALES
b q ° \\ . . -
) = I Pt PN P i
P& ) £ \N 30000 2000 w00 o 3600
§’; &/‘, J ) ’5:\:\("; j‘. R ... T - 3000
/! > ,.;\\L-r ) A
N T
Reid s CESE » L]
GEQTECHNICAL BRANCH DSPARTMENT OF THE ARUY 5
waTERsDE ¥ i 1 le—  § LaosDE SO DESIGH SECTION SN e oo |
6'-8'// N’J' '“_'Su SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTRQL SYSTEM EVALUATION | §
3 2 | K UPPER SACRAMENTD AREA - PHASE ¥ :
t 4 i GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES ;,
v .
TYP{CAL LEVEE CROSS SECTION . IKETTS CHERCKEE CANAL :
F) o5 AS SHOWN | Nav 30,9092 | o
30 20 ko o 30 R
sougs T e s Emem— | 48 SACRIVERZ.DGH 5

SAFETY PAYS @

C— 039009

PLATE 16

C-103909



FUNCTIONAL A_NB_I.YSIS - VE PAYS

el [ ; Rl TN . c.
| 3 }', 1 \,," oy \) l< 4
i %4 H -
8 ] \s\L.
s 13 l ~.
> " H ! &
| 3 1 i
; ' & e of e o S
] oo e s N
3 R
5 & *
R B ™,
1] i 2
a ] -
H i s
LeE, s I N
: 3
TR VY 4
vy 2
2 3
Y § .
i z
. =,
: "
—— SRR N . TR
SURNT SOVENNMENT
g
<
§ %
- ;
-
: § i 3
3 ) 3
> ° &S 4
§ ASHELY ooy o CAIERAL_. e N |
. ‘ ; !
N [ !
: z
: i i
2 . H
X ok ]
i vt“' H
: . : I
- i

LATERAL

. "t
i ‘ ’
. H :
. !
: : :
; : N
s . .
~ :
;: 5 °
. : . e DRAAGL o CAWAL.
2 i CATERAL
o GRAPHIC SCALES
¢
3000° 2000 1000 0 3000
K - 3000 = e ]
o RPN
' AN
d | d ”w| o
8 GEOTEC!NCN. BRANCH DEPARTUENT OF THE ARMY
3 i SACRAUINTD, CALFORMA
3 i "";w SACRAMENTG RIVER FLOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
\.,\ . UPPER SACRAENTO AREA - PHASE ¥
. nane
KA GEOTECHNICN.. EVALUATION OF LEVEES
S ROETS CHEROKEE CANAL
—_r &S SHOWN Now
— . %;—-———T—-—&-"—'lw_
. T s SACRIVERR.OGH

SAEETY PAYS

PLATE 17

RASTEN FRE: Bqs R, Waal R

C—103910

C-103910



FUNCTIONAL A

]

ral

I
1
L]
H
x

N /3‘0% ) o
e ‘ 3033 2000 00 o 3000
100 '\ - ™ - 300
¢ X i
. ¢ i YA
o Y ’ N
A 3 ’ s wax | st i) W | >
B 3
: GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE »RMY
4 . = BEAM e e e e g T T SO DESON SECTION OO T poman T
Ty Well + : o -
e vsoaie L or ; o e w SACRAENTD RIVER FLOCD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION | §

o = I Rice Expanments $ta : : . UPPER SICRAMENTD AREA - PHASE ¥ :

<t ' . )

“t . H T, ™ GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES | j
- N . .o 3
A N ‘ : > Lanwng . ROKETTS CHEROKEE CANAL &
= 2 » “Stri » .
' " * ‘.-.h' = o AS SHOWN | wev X019z} ©

o7 —+—'"\’ 3 ,.,,: WIB " T §

S, g - N A 4 3
~ \L(gz, w4 SACRIVERZ.DGN

A
..'.!'m.vnt'-'-n-

SAFETY PAYS

PLATE 18

C— 03911

C-103911




.FUNCTIONAI. ANALYSIS ~ VE PAYS

3

N

—--\ e | ' iy 1 GRAPHC SCALES
N L7 ! T
1% . . e 3000 P 1000 3 3000
A | 7
o ~ \ s“é cr . . owot | ot ] D
No leves GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTVENT OF THS ARUY
| (Aprrox, 0.4 mile) SO DESKH SEXTIN i 4 e B ™
L [
SACRAMEXNTT RIYER FLOJD
| i e AT, TR
— S N L xua - GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES | ¥
e TN £ Jn——
f ! - N CHERQKEE CANAL i
. Y = | P = T
; : I 3y - oW e e 1 48 SACRIVER2, DN H
SAFETY PAYS m PLATE 19

C— 03912
C-103912



FUNCTIONAL

G_"U § A D =
b i ) .‘r")‘ ’ VN\\
‘ :/-f? 24 )
4 N
~ R
\\

- ot

N5
G

C— .."..‘.%'.:::..‘:':‘.'.’m:'.‘
Vs L.

>

i

’-------ﬂ—-—~ — )

GRAPHIC SCALES

Q" 2000 oo o 300

WATERSIOE ; ] 10'~15' } LANDSIDE 300 e e )
5'-10" 1 N7 X
4—55 229 1 1
f——20"-30' —= | R OTECRGAL DR | somon o T e
SOL DESICN SECTION mmnm.?evsc'm
TYPICAL LEVEE CROSS SECTION e T T v
Xun GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES |3
e BUTTE CREEK i
30 20° 0 o 30 | sano oo AS_SHOWN | New 30, 92| E
SCALES: ™« 30 e ] =T (3
TS ] 4 l SACRIVER2.DGK E
_ SAFETY PAYS PLATE 20
~ C—103913

C-103913



FUNC'HQNAL ANALYSIS - VE PAY.

ME

P cemmma s maessma »

-~ /
RMI A& 8

¢ GRAPHIC_SCALES
. 3000 3000 2000° 1000 o 3006
AA
v." A
il b AT ALK
GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SR, DEDCN SECTION SACRAENTO ma‘egvucg”m
fome SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOD COMTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION | %
\ K. ua UPPER SACRAUENTU AREA = PHASE ¥ $
: ; . P GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES :
: - -
j o V\ - BUTTE CREEK :
P \ -
/,/Lf VA e e
— g ...;h( /,/ soTRsE——  ————— 48 SACRIVER2.0GH 3

SAFETY PAYS B ~ PLATE 21

C—1 03914
C-103914




FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

G S NS X
s \:\\‘5.\&‘\\‘\%\\‘; e RS
A —

-

o i S
7 NS s
{ b % / O m\\ \,or‘ ea
WD BN AN "ﬂ'\" T 2. A
N N A 2
L (3 vy

-;;/

’C% \ ‘N,
DY
Wkt

s
i

ooy :é\hl
7 3 S
g o 2F. 10 /ﬂ
Y

GRAFHC SCALES
3000° 2000 0C o 3co0
™ - 30C0
AN
A
L K O »iR
GEO&C}NCALEC?&ANG{ @%&g; THE ARUY
= SACRAMENTT RIVER FLOMD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUSTION
K. ua UPPER SACRAMENTD AREA - PHASE ¥
[
K. UM GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES %
1] omoers BUTTE CREEK }
e o0_AS SHOWN_] Nov_ 30, 1992 i
bl 2; e ’5.
. O RN 43 SACR [VER2.0GH :

G SAFEIY PAYS & PLATE 22
T C—103915

C-103915



HOAOIIO VP P10 13T4 RALEYY

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

. (Y]
ERE § _|N
Mm i mw ? |w
wmw a4 5 Bl
gt
%o m WW 9 P
_m .w.m. m M...m uwna
b3 m 3 m h
£ m FL
8 B
1L
i m
. H (o
..u o 3] 2 #
,,ﬂ sl MR
. e
g
Stiny 4% W m
© Merstyeseeailof M\ © M
S :
")
8

—
1

§'-7.5

WATERSIDE

1" je—
o
* T
TYPICAL LEVEE CRQOSS SECTION
30 20 0 o 0
SCALES 1 « 30 e —————————]

C— 03916

C-103916



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

1P00 WA SR Tepds-y AP IR 3T VAUSR

o

At £

s T

L

d . N - ") -yl
\s\/ ¥ J .:-..- . avre ‘Q -

NOAHASON
eres e H

@
-l /|

GRAPHIC SCALES

30000 2000 10

re

ARMY

i

- PLATE 24

DEPARTMENT OF T
SACRAENTE OISTRCT, CORPS

UPPER SACRMENTO AREA - PHASE ¥

| GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
MUD CREEK. BUTTE CO.
S
24
43

SACRAMENTG RIVER FLOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION

SOL. CESICN SECTION

GEQTECHNICAL BRANCH

OF SOL, CESCM ICCTION

K.\
RCKETTS

!
o

C— 03917

3 SAFETY PAYS

'

L gax, \waY,

seipgg, o o o5 SAK

H

o
ofe o

C-103917



__FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS ~ VE PAYS

Z Y =2 AL
)’7'9}:’ et 2

e
. Q)

W(

e
w}-/ i

GRAPHIC SCALES

000 2000" 000 "4 3000
T - 3000

£\
AN

Vgt GEQTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
WATERSDE ,} —~ 10'-12" je— { LANDSIDE SOL DESKGN. SECTION SACHAUDAD GSTACT, CPT O DCAEERS

3-5 ,?1/ 1&2 3-5' - SIRUENTD RUVER FLID COTRGL SYSTE EVAUATIOH
S GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
TYPICAL LEVEE CROSS SECTION = oo | DEER CREEK, TEHAMA CO.
e Eir 35 SowN T Nov 30. 892_|

T T K. uA UPPER SACRAMENTD AREA = PUASE
]
L -

20 k. 0 Eoy 23
TORECERE RN T T 48 SACRIYER2.DGN

SAFETY PAYS 8 PLATE 25
C— 03918

RASTOR FUD Ve oL R-SprdegkW.c

SCAES: © » 30

C-103918



NCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS
T Mo 7 et A e WO
s SN N
4 ?‘ ‘7&,(/" N \\\.. W\

Fl

GRAPHIC SCALES
™ - 3000 3000 2000 000" [+ 3000°
WATERSIDE LANDSICE ﬁ
Vo —m 1013 e | T = =1

2‘5"5./5‘51/ % 3-5 GE°§W &&%&"ﬁ o A .
:'br/i‘———- 3-40' ——=f ¢ 5 ] o SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOX} CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUAT [N -f
- ! UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE ¥ i
i GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES | 3
: TYPICAL LEVEE CRUSS SECTION = | ELDER CREEK, TEHAMA CO. §
1) xmy AS SHOWN | Nov 30, N—'T__ E
SOAES o 3 20 w0 o 3 -2: Ao &
—oTmrTme | 43 | SKRIVERZ.ON 2
SAFETY PAYS PLATE 26

C— 03919
C-103919




FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

60 T ’ ] FLOW
’ SACRAMENTO RIVER (RD 108) —;
%3 55 28
&8 28 28 TOP OF LEVEE
30 SRS K& K& /\
/\' DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION
o N 1 N | A
—~ 40 4 etttk < A ]
5 % : B
3 ' 2 3
° é 2] % APPROX.LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE .
g . é Z — N / _/’/
¢ 30 /\w/ ——————— — / — /—/- ~\ /"
-1 S | Yt Ll " — - — % /"
:: - — / é"—. / ,' - — L N
~ — e ) //7 % ?? T ——— -
= 99'.‘, % //
o 7% %7 f/
= 7% 7 %
< Zk 2 %
> 7% 7 f/
: =z . .
o 2 | 2% % 2%
% - gg
%7
%
% %
Z %%
10 4 éé ’éé
Z >
% 2
% .
5 é / 2
= =
0 4 o o
SITE 1@ Reported Seepage Areag >
- NO RECOMMENDATIONS
I I
, RIVER MILE 93.2 94.4 95.2
100400 120+00 140400 160+00 180+00 200+00 220400 240+00 260+00 280+00 300400 320+00 340+00 36000
LEVEE STATION
, GRAPHIC SCALES
LEGEND
NOTES o ey : 3
Silt (ML, >70% fines) PR ... I .. 0 2000
. . . - 1. Soil clossification are based on ECPT data - soil correlations for
Silty sand or sandy silt (SM, 127 - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-#), or field descriptions and lab doto for I
7] Clay (CL, >70% fines) ouger borings {i,e. le-92-~> . ” [ GeOTEomCH BT |__rpen 2 7e e,
s - 907 2. Where laboratory classification datc is available, soil legend generally = "
4 Cloyey sand or sandy clay (SC, 127 - 707, fines) conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made bg’]cween :“" ::}‘;t:fﬁi%:%;f%ﬁég
=l Sand (SP, <127 fines) silt and silt with sand or between cloy and clay with sand. For the o
» an ne ) purpose of this study, ali sand deposits with less than 127 fines content ———— LEVEE PROFLESS."SEAC;!HENTO RIVER
)| Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per Iaboratory testing are indicated as clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). eilid T
— 27
—rwTome— ————— % PROF ILES.-DGX
PLATE 27

SAFETY PAVYS

C— 03920

C-103920



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS B

\]

=3
WATERSIDE , g LANDSIDE
6.7 ~
8 4 23—~
2 :
, 147 % DEE 1
56 —— 2.7
%
7
7
%
STATION 163+99 (R.M. 93.2)
WATERSIDE ] LANDSIDE
5.9° &
i ! s A—

STATION 220+29 (R.M. 94.4)

]
17.1°
'

SN 2F-92-31A

WATERSIDE L ANDSIDE
4 ‘ 59° >
2’ OE_E 3
7 * 2
56° -

STATION 260+93 (R.M. 95.2)

I\
r_ - ] " {w
GEOTECHNICA. BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARNY
SOL DESIGN SECTION AN, ST, O RS
DFE: Design Flood Elevation "':w‘ SACRAMENTQ RIVER FLOO CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA = PHASE ¥
— GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
K. MM
GRAPHIC SCALES — CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTQ RIVER
D. RCKETTS STE 1
rw B 2 - 2 4 — 2 35 SHOWN | Hov 30, 092}
baudadi £T
p:-3
—sommomee— ——————{ 0 | ThOr ILES.DON

SAFETY PAYS

PLATE 28

C-103921



2c6e0l-0

2T6E01L—0

6% ILVIJ SAVd ALIAVS
¥00* ST ANk B PSS - 158 -~ . -
- & )
N W] wszsva:; - -buidid pup 8bodass o0} Agoidaosns ybiy) ups SO PaOdIPUI B0 Bunsa} £403}010Go| Jad (9ZIS 9AdIS QQZ-) Sduly j0 dbpjuddIed |8
M OLNAWHIVS ‘STLI08 T3] w5 JuajU0D Sauy £Zl UPY} SS9 ypm sysodsp puos o ‘Apms sy} Jo esodund csull - . we
$33A37 20 NOILVATVAZ TVOINHO3LOZO M- oy} 404 "puos yym App> puo Ao ;391\'\199 JO puDS U}M }jIS puD }IiS (seuy Jcl> dS) pPues
Ot T ~ Y oyemYS G - usSM}aq 9POW SI uondunSIP ou oy} 1dedxd /8HZQ WLSY O} Swiojuod (soul 20/ - 7ZL'DS) Ko Apups 1o pups AaADid

VRO WD) VIWAVE
SATING O A0 "L N0
ATCN JHL 0 AN

NOMLD3S NOSA0 108
HONYSS WORNHD31039

Ajo1ausb puaba| 10S ‘9|GDIDAD SI DIOP UORDIISSOP KI0IDIOQD| BIBUM T

(»-Z6-42 o' sbuuoq sebno

(sauly 70.L< ‘10) Ao

e et NNNN NN

s Joy DIOP QD[ pud SuondidSap PIBY JO ‘(«-Z6-4T 9D sbutiog 1403 . oy
L 10J SUOI}D|2JIOD IOS - DIDP | 403 UO PISDQ 94D UOIDORISSDID I0S | (sauy 70L - £TL 'WS) 1S Apups Jo puos Ayis
N= : = m 000~ THIROZROH (sauly Z0L< ) IS
- - 2 - R ST SILON
SIVIS JHavED AN3ID3T
NOUVY.LS I3ATT
00052 00+08L 00+0LL 00-09L 00+05L 00+0¥L 00+0€ 2 00+02L 0001 00+00L 00+069 00+089 0009 00+099 00+059 00+0%3
L0 9904 gv0l _ .S JTN Y3AR
| | : | :
SNOLLYON3NN0D3Y8 ON
pausy abodsag psisodey :Z ILIS [0
g % %% s
- z o /4 : é
% 7 7 Z
% 2% %% % !
2 7 7 7 o
7 7 0 g
) . . 9
% W . %
/ﬁ %%, 4/ Z
2% %% %% 2
% %% %% 2 m
/: {9417 f/ 7 -0 P&
' L ACL. // % m-
25 %% 7 <
%% %4 % >
i 7/ 7 2 =
Z % H S
- % 8 % =
o 66 ~
w5/ - 7 -~
eslsl At ———— I ——— //{‘ 0 s
f 7 e HL 5
= T [ "
1| - é 301 33A37 3ASANV XO¥ddY ; o
e i L L. &
]L,g é - 3
7; E:, 07
i g 'S
? ___________________________________________________________ 7L - e
9 _ e e —,—— == e R b
______________________ T :/ K
g NOILYA3T3 Q0014 N9IS3d / o
?/‘: - 06
— e 7 TS T
S . b & «Q
33 -/ BN B
;g i{j 33A37 40 dOUL réggg § 3
> r})N
L >" l L o9
l (80L Q) Y3AIM OLNINVHOVS '
MO1d - V—
SAVd TIA - SISATIYNWY WM  ANITL




FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS
WATERSIDE , LANDSIDE
< 45 )
2 Y fr—22
18 o v _ t
o , 15’ -+
, 180 S 1] 16.2 r
+—S5ae 7 { R
-.! i Concrete
irrigation
ditch

STATION 646+58 (R.M. 102.5)

WATERSIDE .
3.7
¥ ¥
8.5 1
}/‘ } J 4.1
808’ {
STATION 701+56 (R.M. 104.68)
2
&
WATERSIDE S 48 sy LANDSIDE
¥ R 2>
4 '-L It T '
e 5o 2 “‘l f _/l.__H { 1 14.2'-1 l- iy .-
7 3.0 3.0 _i
2 i ——l
I o
3 Concrete
irrigation
ﬂi ’ itch
[ %
7 2
%
- STATION 766+65 (R.M. 107.4) Z
% DFE: Design Flood Elevation
WATER?DE s‘.s' F—lB’—ﬂ LANDSIDE GRAPHIC SCALES
o el 80 9

1.7

AR HTREER

2F-92-27A

AN

AN
% GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH CEPARTMENT OF THE MY
’ SOL DESIGN SECTION OO SO T TS
‘ o SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL STSTEM EVALUATION
7 K. UPPER SACRAMENTG AREA =~ PHASE Y
’ - GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION QF LEVEES
? ]| CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAVENTO RIVER
Vi 0. ROETTS SIE 2
a — — S SHOW T Rev 30, w%2

STATION 741+56 (R.M. 106.6) —_ 2 poFites.oon
SAFETY PAVYS ) PL&TE 30

C— 03923

C-103923



SAFETY PAYS

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS
| FLOW J
}4 SACRAMENTO RIVER (RD 108) I
" S
< << ‘T‘ (.\'
Q& I3 S TOP OF LEVEE
60 1 - S 8 o & &
DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION
5
20
S0 -{ ____.::: ____________________ L-_____‘____________________:.._.._——-—,,—-——
./‘/-/-’- -\.\'\-\ i
-7 T~ APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE
40 | \ 7 g [T —— s —_— /_
- - /‘ 951 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~
E N\ |
3 47
O
. |
-
Z & |
: 30 4 85? 65 ..
= 2
s 2 .
=z
o
- . e
<
& e ~
o - :
< o
10 + = " ] -~
[ —— o
SITE 3: Reported Seepage Area
NO RECOMMENDATIONS
I | !
0 - RIVER MILE 14.9 6.5 106.6
1080+00 1100+00 1120+00 1140+00 1160+00 1180+00 1200+00 1220+00 1240+00 1260+00 1280+00 1300+00
LEVEE STATION
LEGEND GRAPHIC SCALES
- NOTES N S S _t
Silt (ML, >70% fines) HORZONTA: T - 2000 Lt “ .
: . v _ 7ny £ 1. Soil clossification are based on ECPT dota - soil correlations for
Silty sand or sandy silt (SM, 12% - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-*), or field descriptions and lab data for viu
% Clay (CL, >70% fines) auger borings (i,e. 2F-92-4)  SEOTECHWCAL BRAWGH | Do o T e
SOt DESGN SECTION SACRAMOITO, CAFORA
Cla | 7 - 70%, fines) 2. Where laboratory classification data is ovailable, soil legend generally — ——————
Z yey sand or sandy clay (SC, 12 ines conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between _'““ csoréﬁ%ﬂﬁl‘;wgﬂsss
>l Sond (SP, <127 fines) silt and silt with sand or between clay and clay with sand. For the "
= purpose of this study, all sand deposits with less than 127 fines content oy LEVEEPROFLE;S.ESA:(S;RAB{TO RWVER
g7l Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per loboratory testing are indicated as clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). —res = s son T
B STETIHCIOrIIICT T T :,o PROFILES.DGX .
T PLATE 371

C— 03924

C-103924



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

S
]
CERSIDE - i LANDSIDE
WA .
i § fe—24’— 3 i
9‘!' DFE 1 ':'; \Sﬁ 10 8/
. o Lo b
50° ] %
1
STATION 1146+45 (R.M. 114.9)
&
S
WATERSIDE 6.9’ & " ¥ LANDSIDE
P = 8 "
8.2° pre 1 T,
T f 2.7 1 15.2
2.2 {
AR
STATION 1191484 (R.M. 115.7)
X
&
8.8" & LANDSIDE

WATERSIDE

STATION 1236+23  (RM. 116.5)
DFE: Design Flood Elevation
GRAPHIC SCALES
PRI - 2 __30

AN
A

GEQTECHNICAL BRANCH
SOt DESGH SECTION

DEPAMTUENT OF THE ARNY
N A

SACRAMENTD RIVER FLOOD COMTROL SYSTEM EVALUATIOM
L UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA — PHASE Y
= GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
— CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
0. RICKETTS STE 3
e b AS SHOWR I Nev 30, W92
L dB T
T T -—-——"%—' PROFILES. DG

SAFETY PAYS

" C—103925

- PLATE 32

C-103925



AU NG L IQINAL ANALY SIS

- VIE PAYS

70 o L — FLOW
SACRAMENTO RIVER (RD 108) ’
] s
o
]
60 N DN TOP OF LEVEE NN
o N N o~
N N Z/'
» ; FEB. 1986 HIGH WATER MARK 7
——— IS 7 ____._A{_— ___________ 7
e RN )
DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION %
O U | 9
o Rt T =
[ \ )
RN APPROX. LANDSIOE LEVEE TOE Z
40 4 “~. zi
T F ~- — 7870 %
(S it .{ %
3 7
K %
o 93
|
< I
= L H
- 01 0
e = - //9f
: 7
= /
<
&
4 20
Y
= =
= o .
= - =
10 + = o % o
l SITE 4: Reported Seepage Arec 7'
L SEEPAGE/STABILITY BERM (2700%) l |
. RIVER MILE 19.2 , 97 , | s |
1350400 1360+00 1370+00 1380+00 1390+00 1400+00 1410400 1420+00 1430+00 1440400 1430400
| EGEND LEVEE STATION CRAPHC SCALES !
NOTES VRIK: Tew e 3 2 ?
Silt (ML, >70% fines) — 500 9 000 :
. . Y epy £ 1. Soil classification are based on ECPT data - soil correlations for
Silty sand or sandy silt (SM, 127 - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e.’2F-92-#), or field descriptions and lab dota for £ ;
7 - auger borings (,e. 2F-92-+) e | o — 1=l ¢
% s ot o oty 2. Where laboratory clossification data is ovailable, soil legend 1 SRR | BT | |
Clayey sand or sandy clay (SC, 127 - 70, fines) . ere laboratory classification data is available, soil legend generally == :
g Y&y san _y Y conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between . . R SHERENTY AEA e ¥ T 1
- 1*] Sand (SP, <12/ fines) silt and silt with sond or between clay and clay with sand. For the S GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
= ’ . purpose of this study, oll sand deposits with less than 127 -fines content ————] LEVEE mﬁmsw 0 RIVER |
87 - Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are mdlcoteq as clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). e e Cimu—riom |
oS~ : PROFILES.DGK
SAFETY PAVS “PLATE 33

C— 03926

C-103926



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

- VE PAYS
< S
WATERSIOE 8 5 LANDSIDE
o™~ L.
7 N o
, & 23—
g S B S -
( /1 FOUUF 24 1 16.1°
A.1 & goxed 2.2
ighway |}
/)
STATION 1376+56 (R.M. 119.2)
~
&
WATERSIDE 54" & LANDSIDE
18’
{ { iading { = i
DEE v A &
12.4° ¥ I 2 z
/ 35 & o
L]
- 508’ - i
2
%
%
%
%
A
STATION 1400+65 (R.M. 119.7)
I
S
9.8' & LANDSIDE
WATERSDE  § 4 15"+ =
DFE__y /%f X 12
<o ,
T 3.5 2 1L§]— & {
7.9 7
23’ %
%
STATION 1435+64 (R.M. 120.4)
. 7
%Eém BRANCH _-osmnm OF THE ARY
SOt DEICN SECTION R DS
g SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOCD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
DFE: Design Flood Elevation ke UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE ¥
'—"( - GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
GRAPHC SCALES N CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
. RCKETTS STE 4
r.3 “ﬁ 2 L 0 x,) mere o AS SHOWN | Nev 30, W82
TODTECERR T e : PROF ILES.DGH

SAFETY PAYS

C— 039 2

7

PLATE 34

C-103927



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

-~ VE PAYS

FLOW

S et

Y

SACRAMENTO RIVER (RD 108)
] 3
b =
s < & &
e e 22 & &
S8 TOP OF LEVEE ag > -
7 \\/
© 1 . 0
é /_oesncu FLOOD ELEVATION e I o
7 E N e e bbb 13 2 I
e e e G
"""" Z ____,__—————--——-—-"————Y‘—"”“ o
- g - :
? FEB.1986 HIGH WATER MARK | o L
0 1 g '/'~\ _______________ - P B Ut T R
. s N - T i
’:; ___-—-'—".—-—‘ i 88
——— T APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE 0 ik
~ '42 —____,_‘—-—
— A/
€ 75
2 40| /
S 74
3 g g il
) - . 7 154
.. g Z 7
o . - / %%
7 - : 7
& % %4
Z O %
30 4 %%
& 7 %%
=4 7 %
< 7
& .
o 4 it
0 2 S &
20 4 8 é : S - =
= : o - Ll =
o 70 = =
SITE 5: Reported Seepage Area &= . o
/r SITE 9: Reported Seepage Arec
X ‘\' — NO RECOMMENDATIONS
0 l NO RECOMMENDATIONS l |
5- RIYER MlLE 12'2'8 - 3. $ 3 3 k] ] i 3 126‘7 b 127‘0 i ]
1540400 1560+00 1580+00 1600+00 1620+00 1640+00 1660+00 1680+00 1700+00 1720+00 1740+00 1760+00 - 1780+00 1800+00
LEVEE STATION
GRAPHIC SCALES
LEGEND
NOTES ks oy : : =
Silt (ML, >70% fines) HORTONTAL: 1 - 2000 et =
Silty sand or sandy silt (SM, 127 - 707 fines) 1. Soil classification are based on ECPT data - soil correlations for I
ECPT borings (i.e. 2F~92-*), or field descriptions and lab data for o= — .-
7] Clay (CL, >70% fines) auger borings (i,e. 2F-92-#) GEGTECHNCAL BRANGH | szemon o e Jour
% Clayey sand or sandy clay (SC, 12% - 70%, fines) 2. Where laboratory classification data is available, soil legend generally o SACRUENTO RIVER FLOCD CONTRIL STSTEM EYALUATION
. conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between -’-“w GEDTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
<1 Sand (SP, <127 fines) silt ond silt with sand or between clay 'and clay with sand. For the s LEVEE PROFILES, SACRAVENTO RIVER
| . . . purpose of this study, allsand deposits with less than 127 fines content D, RCKETTS STES5 &9
g1l Percentoge of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are indicated as clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). i SA o et
L] : —oycrorE—  ————— 50 PROFILES.DGN
SAFETY PAYS PLATE 3z

cC—03928

C-103928



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

WATERSIDE

:_yj/_

=]
]
6.4’ w LANDSIDE
; 25—
18.2° OFE ¥ v 1
2.7
66" .l

SITE 5: STATION 163+99 (R.M. 93.2)
N LANDSIDE
WATERSIDE 4.1 D
i i 16"~ = 4
DFE v S
1.6° I 1 %

'
88’ J

RS AN

=

v [ 2L

OEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

w&m

SITE 9:  STATION 220+29 (RM. 94.4)
]
&
) g LANDSIDE
WATERSIDE 7.5 ~
¥ ¥
121’ DFE v :
' 35
, |
70 .
SITE 9: STATION 260+93 (R.M. 95.2) —
AN
[ GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH
SOL. DESIGN SECTION
i SACRAMENTC RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
DFE: Design Flood Elevation K uu UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA ~ PHASE ¥
-’-c. " GEOTECHNSIE(?L EVALUATION 0!; LEVEES
GRAPHIC SCALES -; CROSS lums' sw& mg {TO RIVER
S Ry . SR —" 3 =
38
- oA . W - .o aaaad _—l %

o AS SHOWN | Nev 30, 092
- T

PROFILES2.DCN

SAFETY PAYS

PLATE 38

C— 03929

C-103929



A e ———————

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

- VE PAYS

ELEVATION (ft - MSL Datum)

——

SUTTER BYPASS (R.D. 1660)

FLOW

IO et

Silt (ML, >70Z fines)

Silty sand or sandy silt (SM, 127 - 707 fines)

Clay (CL, >70/ fines)

1. Soil classification are based on ECPT daota - soil correlations for
ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-%), or field descriptions and lob data for
auger borings (i,e. 2F-92-*)

60 - |
/TOP OF LEVEE A
/\-\/—_——’-\—/\_/M — Tre——
DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION ' ) .
50 4 /— __________________________________________________________________________
APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE o
0 g < v 7 T %% PR : 2 - 3
. % 2 5 o 5B o, v oo £ 2 ~ L o A 5 o
& & N e et i a1 7 Z7B70 2 ! ﬂ ]
7 i 7 0 | % 7 7 0y 4 g Z %
7 % ‘ N M2 7 2
» ? I % n 1
Z /) % Wil Z {1 M
% g 7 7 0 I o
7 % ili , 7 7 I
% 7 7 5 it iR BB -
z g 2 % 8 7 ?’ 2 S
_ 7 7 & AN R 7R o S
2 4 . % 7 SN 77 7B 2 & i
7 % % 707077 707 % % 2 =
7 % Z 7 7 ZR7 787 70 % :
. % - é in n ;) 4 4 00
% % @ é é é é L1 U /A 4 &4 s l
% % !
é | @ 3
SITE 8: Reported Seepage and SmallBoils Area
NO RECOMMENDATIONS
Lg\./DE.EISSHO_E °'[° 10 20 30 4.lo
0 e N ; L L . . x . L, L1 : ; L, ,
22000 240+00 260+00 280+00 300400 320400 340:00 360:00 380400 40000 420400 440400 46000 480+00 500400
LEVEE STATION
L E e E ND GRAPHIC SCALES
NOTES TR TR | 5 2 L
HORIZONTAL: T - 2000 = o 2 420)00

-

SOL DESIGN SECTION

S
OTECHNICAL. BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ADIY
SACRAENTO, CALIFORDMA

Clayey sand or sandy clay (SC, 127 - 70%, fines) 2. Where laboratory classification data is availoble, soil legend generally =
yey y o conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between k. uA AN AeRENTD JEA ~ prase v
<1 Sand (SP, <127 fines) silt and silt with sand or between clay and clay with sand. For the e GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
s purpose of this study, dll §cnd deposits with less thon 12% ﬁqe§ content = LEVEE PROFI.gST:ESlSJTTER BYPASS
|8_7 .Percentage” of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are indicated as clean thigh susceptability to seepage ond piping). . = SR S
—TRrIsacTeSOr ST :; PROFILES2.00N
PLATE 37

SAFETY PAYS

'C—103930

C-103930



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

¢ —~ 7 =
WATERSIDE T OFE s LANDSIDE
22.4' = |1 19.8"
——I 43 r— . r—ﬁr—.‘ 5y
STATION 468+20 7

=

Irrigation ditch

WATERSIDE I —_— - T LANDSIDE

——1 38 25 2 t——sz'*! 15 I‘
A
4

7'
STATION 369+20 (L.M 1.14) ——f

Irrigation ditch

_ g R o
WATERSIOE TDFE ; v _—

S

T LANDSIDE

N

F—

Irrigation ditch

1]

2.8 26.4'

STATION 300+20 (L.M. 2.45)

6.8
_1 20' I‘__
WATERSIDE 7 ! ]
Pl e m 1 T LANDSIDE
20‘ 5.0 2 8
< ) 24
r 4 24—
[~ riprap /L
10’
STATION 225+00 (L.M. 4.32) T
Irrigation ditch
7
A
DFE: Design Flood Elevation "~ GEOTE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

L.M.: Reclamation District 1660 Levee Mile SOt DESGN secToM N i
SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
UPPER SAMCRAMENTD AREA - PHASE ¥

GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

o
GRAPHIC SCALES S
et | CROSS SECTIONS, SUTTER BYPASS
Pl — L 2 3 0. ROGETTS SIE 8
—— oy AS SHOWN | Nev 30, 992
TS YO0 TR ———— : PROFILES2. 064
SAFETY PAYS . PLATE S8

C—1 03931
C-103931



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

IOt

FLOW ' |

- | |

SUTTER SLOUGH (R.D. 70) rl

<< < |
tegte) e e ‘
é é ‘é,‘ ‘é TOP QF LEVEE
7
/ DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION
60 1 ? _____ || — ,_/___ —————————
_________________ R
.
7 il APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE
50 4 °° / it /
:'f ——— ;2: i ’.—--1' B haak i
—,————— ————. = ’/-—’-/ %
- — %
77 “
~ 40 | Vi 7
- 8 v % 'j/;
1 é 27
- L 304 é é
7 7
> é A
- f Z %
1Y} 20 4 %
4 SITE 7: Past Boils
-!/ NO RECOMMENDATIONS
= LM. 3.35 | 3.44
: S
LU 3 = -
-}
R.D. 70 LEVEE MLE 25 3 = 35 45
5 . ] ! 3 ! l 1 3 3 l L L 3 3 3 1__1
810+00 820+00 830+00 840+00 850+00 860+00 870+00 880+00 §90+00 900+00 910+00 920+00 930+00 940+00
LEVEE STATION
LEGEND GRAPHIC SCALES
NOTES VR Te L : : 3
Silt (ML, >70% fines) ez vy eSS g 0
. . v _ 707 § 1. Soil classification are based on ECPT data - soil correlations for
Siity sand or sandy silt (SM, 12% - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-#), or field descriptions and lab data for R
2] Cloy (CL, >70% fines) auger borings @,e. 2F-92-%) B TR R
% 2. Where loboratory classification dot lable, soil legend I el S
Cl T z, fi . ere loboratory claossificotion data is available, soil legend generally ——
4 ayey sand or sandy clay (SC,12% - 707, fines) conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between X uA SN SAESENTD T P ¥ T
*] Sand (SP, <12% fines) silt and silt with sand or between clay and clay with sand. For the Soun GEQTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
~] ' - purpose of this study, all sand deposits with less than 127 fines content S LEVEEng.ESgTTER BYPASS
o7t Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are indicated as clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). —e S S o]
— —omor——  ——————— 2| PRFILES2.0H
. PLATE 3%

QAI?E'F"V PAYS
s T R NI

C— 03932

C-103932



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

L 2]
o
WATERSIDE 5.5 by LANDSIDE
! [ L
| DFE 7 =
8.1 T 1 i
l 2.2 ~
6' pa—
; 40' =! Z/f
A
VA
Concrete %
Irrigation é
ditch %
STATION 859+78 (L.M. 3.01)
©
WATERSIDE ] LANDSIDE
4.8 o
— |
1 DEE v
15.3" T 1 15.8'
3.0
<—26‘-—-—l %
2
%
;
f
T e
2
STATION 879+79 (L.M. 3.40)
DFE: Design Flood Elevation
L.M.: Reclamation District 70 Levee Mile
GRAPHIC SCALES 7~
A
reow X 0 0 Q ? mom | we —— AL
= GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SOL DESGN SECTION T A T R e R IS
— SACRAMENTG RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
K MN UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE ¥V
Ll GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
— CROSS SECTIONS, SUTTER BYPASS
D. RCKETTS STE 7
—— . AS SHOWN Nov_ 30, 092
ST~ 50 PROFILES2.0GH
SAFETY PAYS . PLATE 49

C— 03933
C-103933



FUNCTIONAL &NA[LVSUS - VE PAYS -
’ | FLOW I
80 l- SACRAMENTO RIVER (R.D. 108) ;l
3 - 5
& 23 TOP OF LEVEE
g ﬁ DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION
B IS
""" ’ e
€« ————— oo T T T T T T 7 _\-
g N g FEB. 1986 HIGH WATER MARK
’_,-’- ,::;:% ~\. %
Co ——" y.ﬂ -~ //
2 ~. 2 -
=. ;/g ™~ .9 ,/""
3 47 RN 7 [
g 7 —-Z-
T, 50 ¢ // 7o APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE
2 %% 7
= /_A 7
. i 2 :
E o ?
. /
z 7 7
2 4 % Z j
| ol I 7%
< 7 Z
N % % -
g : 2
% 7
2
o 4 3 2
SITE 10: Reported Seepage Area 2 g 2 f
NO RECOMMENDATIONS / z %
I |
20 4 l l l
RIVER MILE 1343 1349
15 - : - ; ' ; " — ; : -
2060+00 2070+00 2080+00 2090+00 2¥00+00 2110+00 2120400 2130400 2140400 2150+00 2160+00 2170+00
LEVEE STATION
| GRAPHIC SCALES
LEGEND j .
NOTES YRIC: F-0 LY
Silt (ML, >707 fines) HREONTA: T 007 e m—— =
. - . Y g 1. Soil classification are based on ECPT dato - soil correlations for
Siity sand or sandy silt (SM, 127 - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-*), or field descriptions and lab data for A : ]
i (i,e. 2F-92-+ - o | o = - ==
7] Clay (CL, >707 fines) auger borings @.e. 2F-92-%) ~ e GEOTECHNCAL BRANCH | oevwmiow oF TiE ey
/ 2. Where laboratory classification dat legend I ook SR
v - v £ . ere laboratory classification data is available, soil legend generally —
% Clayey sand or sandy clay (SC, 12 = 707, fines) conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction ig mode between — ‘ﬁ;ﬁiﬂ:ﬁf&i EE"‘“‘""'
2 v £ silt and silt with sand or between clay and clay with sand. For the e G _ A OF LEVEES
i< Sand (SP, <127 fines) purpose of this study, all sond deposits with less than 127 fines content -a-:.-——- mmwo RVER
i ‘Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are indicated s clean (high susceptability to seepage and piping). o - N
SAFETY PAVYS - RULATTE

SRR

C— 03934

PR

C-103934



FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

WATERSIDE X LANDSIDE
8 S :
! i e 25— | &
13.5' % 25— W pe—
v _J fazz' TL‘K
——-—] 33 Irrigation
ditch
STATION 2109443  (R.M. 134+5)
-t
WATERSIDE i L ANDSIDE
[ 48— — B

’ /
13;5' DFE \v/ i1

! / 2.9

i7/ 87

STATION 2129+44 (RM. 134.9)

DFE: Design Flood Elevation

/\
GRAPHIC SCALES A3
0 % 0 0 GEOTECH&N. BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
rer 0 SOL DESIGN SECTION ey -3 20N -

sm»ﬂm RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM t-:vn.wmt
K. M SACRAMENTD AREA ~ PUSE ¥
1 GEOTECHN[CAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES

CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
SITE ©

0. IOXETTS
 —— -lsio:uimso,m
oo :: PROFILESZ.DGH
SAFETY PAYS PLATE 42

"""" C— 03935
C-103935



9¢6¢€01-0

9¢6¢€01L—2

"1

Wy LV SAVd ALIAVS
N W AT - -(buidid pup abodass o} Aypiqoidadsns ybiy) upspo SO PajOOIPUl 340 Bunss} A403}0u0qp] Jad (8ZIS dA3IS QQZ-) Sauy jo sbojuscusyd |@
gazrayaus SUDoR g JUBJUOD Saul #Z) UDY} SS9} Yiim syisodap puos o ‘Apms Sy} jo asodund 1.1
H3AY OLNMVEOYS ‘STLIOU 3T |————mme. oy} 404 ‘pups ypm Apjo pud AD|O UBBMIBQ JO pups UM IS PuDd IS (ssuy 7zZ1> ‘dS) puos b -
S33A3T S0 NOLLVITIVA3 “WIINHO31039 o uSeM}Bq SPDLU I UOIROUNSIP OU 10U} 3dedxs /Q4Zd WLSY O} Swliojuod ol -
oL RRISIS MU 0001 ALY OLKaTVEYS m Apasush puabaf 1OS ‘B|QDIIDAD SI DIDP UOHODYISSDD AJOYDJOGD] JaYM T (souy ‘707 - 72 ‘0S) Aop Apups o pups Kakop) %
SUATHOD 0 St LIS QLIS HOUDES NDS3Q WS . %
RN 3L X MWK HONVXS WORHO31039 (#-Z6-4z "o'D sbuuioq 1abno (sauly %0£< “10) Aopn 2
=1 = =T 10} DIDOP QO] PuD SUORALIOSEP PIBY IO ‘(#-Z6- 47 "071) SButiog 1403
4O} SuONDI84I0D |IOS - DIDP 1403 UO PISDQ oD UORDIYISSDP IO |- (ssuy 0L - ZTL ‘WS) ¥iS Apups 1o pups A
000 N G 00 WINOZEH — (sauyy Z0L< W) S
a 0 3 R LS S31LON o
—— AN32937
STWIS DHAvEd / _
NOILLYLS 33A31
00+009¢ 00+0852 00+0962 00+0%SZ 000252 00+0082 00-08%¥C ° 00+09+2 00+0¢¥C 00+0¢¥¢C 00+00¥2 00+08¢¢ 00+09¢2 00+0%£2 00+02¢2
- ' ; s — + —+ : ¢ . . : + — a
6THl 1 6'(l)ﬂ 9'?’71 3TN ¥3AI
{ ]
S319943S 9y} ylosuaq . | L oz
sjpuuny w abodsag ¢l ILIS (SN B9°Z ) NY38 AlLINIBYIS/39vd3ds >
spog ows xR obodasg l l |
l l psjJoday :ZiL 3LIS P abodaag paysoday 4L ILS |
: Pt @
z z = | = 2 - os
o ® > ]
. m
t r
m
I <
% >
S ? 8
- - " 7 Tor 3
,,,"7 ~ ... é ~~
8L -~
7 .
0 é =
% )
] -
é = r 0G QO
% % g
oo : 3
301 33A3T 3AISCNVT “XOdddV M UL [ N —- |
P
s = | - - 09
---------------- L b
Pel o e e e e e e e i ——— T T 7
MVA ¥ILVM HOH 9961 ‘634 o P & Y = I, A
' o _________;_,w——-ff?f—f’: ---------------------------------------- ’é
“““““““““ ~ : . o
NOILVA313 Q00714 NOIS3a y g
T . o 85 5%
33A317 40 dOL & & & & S8 88
B RS R JOgX & B
L e ;o; 3 > > J. 08

(801 "0'd) H3A OLNINVYIVS

MO14 —

SAVYa FA -

SISAIVNY 1VNOILONAI




FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS
S X
WATERSIOE 8.5' - N LANDSIDE
(=41 - o™
| | & - |
g
1.6 OFE__ 7 / /
| 3.3 ;
T l'_ Paved Road ?
%
85’ ?
V] /7
/ 4
7 7
SITE 111 STATION 2391+34 (R.M. 140.3)
< X
= @
8.3 S %
WATERSIDE { } & fe—23'—= l LANDSIDE
16  DFE A‘/
) - 2.8
T I ]
v 61 R Paved Road
=9
SITE 11:  STATION 2421+28 (R.M. 140.9)
=1
s &
& %
WATERSIDE ; | % g AN | LANDSIDE
& w42 DFE v /
f 2.9
8.1 [
STATION 2480+12 (R.M. 141.9)
; DFE: Design Flood Elevation
WATERSIDE 7{"5' —F ¢ e LANDSDE GRAPHC_SCALES
¥ - = P —— — 2
1350 DE = 1 -] 16.3'
. A ”iw
| GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH OEPARTMENT OF THE AT
50' SOL DESIGN SECTION et XMl
heineud SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
K uN UPPER SACRAMENTO - PRASE ¥
— GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
— | CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
.J 0. RGKETTS SUE e 12
—— A5 SHOWN | Nev 30, D92
SITE 12: STATION 2528+14 (R.M. 142.9) gl 0 ]
s o 8o e _— %0 PROFILES2. 008
SARETY PAYS . PLATE &4

C— 03937

C-103937




8¢6€01-0

8¢€6¢€01—2

9 ILVId o SAVd ALIAVS

NIQ* 2SIV 08d [ P — T 3L

-(buidid pup sbodess oy Ayqoidedsns ybuy) upsjo SO PIIDOPU 4D

ZA6L “0C_Aon NMOHS Sy o=
§1 3us m.;-_ JUSjuUOD Saul 7l uby} SS9 YiM syisodap pups o ‘Apmys SIY} 3O asodund
YA OINIWHIYS ‘STW0¥J 33AIT o ay} Jo4 "pups ypm Aojd puo Aoj> usamiaq 1o puos YHM IS puo }|is

S33ATT J0 NOILVATVAZ TWIINHIZL039 -

usOM]3q SpDW SI UOROURSIP Ou DY} 3dedXd /8H7g WLSVY O} SWojuod

"LMISIT QLUCIWENS :
Arew X0 UGGk | HONVAS NONROAIOZO | ¢ -
e ]

LY rs Tt O Mo DINIWEYS - AjIpJousb pusbal 10 ‘B|GDIIDAD I DIOP UOROIYISSDID £101010GD] 3soyp °Z
PRI b ety NOLOES NOS3 108 '

(#-26-4Z "0'1) sbuwniog sebno

(=] 1o} D}Op Qo] pup suondLosap pial IO ‘(e-Z6-4Z "9°1) Sbuloq 1403

10§ SUORDIPIIOD [IOS - DIDP | JOF U0 Pasoq iem UOIDOIISSDID 105 7}

0008 = 4 FNINOZRON I

e §r

Buiysay A103pi0qo| Jad (82IS BA3IS (Q0Z-) Sauy jo abojusdiay:
(ssuy zZL> ‘dS) pups

(sauy ‘70L - #£ZL ‘0S) Aop Apups so puos Aafp|)

(ssuy 70£< 10) LoD

(sauy 70, - ZZL ‘WS) Mis Apups 10 pups AyIS

; (Ssuy 70/< “IN) HIS
0 005 000t a—————
: s vy S3L1ON
— AN39 37
SIWIS JHAVHO .
NOWLVYLS 33A31
00+00i¢ 00+0608 00+080¢ 00+0£08 00+090¢ 00+0508 00+0%0¢ 00+020¢ 00+0208 0040108 004000¢ 000862 00+0862 00+0£62.
o ' ' ' Fag ‘ ' s'tlgsl' ' ' o1 T 3N ¥3AN ‘
| )
SNOILYAN3NNOO3Y ON >
ooy obodsag pojiaodsy :GL JLIS ——™
= mE - o
@ g
- (=]
2
%
2
. g Fos
» 4
. y
%2
%
________ .
'''''''''''''''''''' ’ 7
------------- W] T T T e S et e @ e = tn @ —— 8 v = —— - — /____ ] OL
304 33A3T 3ASONYT XO¥dY Z % -
% 78
7 7
MYV H3LVM HOH 9861 ‘834 7 7
\4 2 7
——————————————————— r/ T e T e B i 7
Ryt e e e e e e e T T T é A L 08
/ 1G8)
NOILYATT3 Q00714 NOISIg g
L man—— A‘/\ 't.
"
/. . 33 .
S8 L3 B3 - 08
e > ® @

l’ (L V) H3AI OLN3WVHOVS
MO14 —

t_—_ztmt\\\\‘m' I

0g -

(wnoQg TISKH - 1) NOILVYA3T3

5]

SAVd SA - SISATVNY TVYNOILDNAL




FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

7.5

WATERSIDE

LANDSIDE

——-1N A |

F-92-8A

15 &
[ 20" —sfe— 20" —»

Concrete
Irrigation
ditch

STATION 3004+21 (R.M. 154.9)

6.5 &
WATERSIDE i — 20— l LANDSIDE
T = DrE v_— :
20 $%7 o 20" —arp 20" —]
A & ’
Y

Concrete
Irrigation
ditch

te——— 1200'

STATION 3031+89 _ (R.M. 155.9)

“w
8
6.6' % AN
1 $ DoFE t
17 S |1 L B 17
7
7
%
- 600
2
%
%
4
STATION 3061+92 (R.M. 156.9)
FAN
A Ld
GEOTECHMCAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARNY
SOL. DESGN SECTIN N SR e D
kg SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
DFE: Design Flood Elevation K. uu UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA ~ PHASE ¥
-—; " GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
GRAPHIC SCALES -~ CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
D. RICKETTS STE 5
r-3 30 2 nﬂ—o 30 d = XS SHOWN | Nev 30, 002
W R X T : PROF ILES2. 00K
SAFETY PAYS - PLATE 48

C— 03939
C-103939



ELEVATION (ft - MSL Datum)

25

FLOW
SACRAMENTO RIVER (Glenn County, L.D. 2)

B esutn |

.

< S
1I 3§
58 TOP OF LEVEE d
100 T b / NN
e x
— %
% DESIGN FLOOD ELEVATION é
/ _________________ ’/g ______________
S B il % e
o fefmmmmmmmemomeoe T R — - —
————————————— N
é FEB. 1986 HIGH WATER MARK r/é
................................ I T
-._./ - — ég
80 1 27 g/
15 APPROX. LANDSIDE LEVEE TOE é
%
Z éé
7% .
‘ 4 ;g
70 '+ » ?a
%%
%
. ; . - ) - g; )
| - T
727
80 + .. //
: gé
?
- f 2
2 2 <
50 = Z =
SITE 16: Reported Seepage Area -
NO RECOMMENDATIONS
! ] |
RIVER MLE 164.3 165.1 166.9
4.0 I} —_— 3 3 I 1 1 I 3 3 3 3 Yt
3400400 3410400 3420400 3430+00 3440+00 3450+00 3460+00 3470400 3480+00 3490+00 3500+00 3510400 3520+00 3530400
LEVEE STATION
== GRAPHIC SCALES
LEGEND . ] . o
NOTES VIRICA: I - 0 —
50 ) 10
Silt (ML, >70% fines) HORZONTAL: T - 000 o
. - ) v g 1. Soil classification are based on ECPT data - soil correlations for
Silty sand or sandy siit (SM, 127 - 707 fines) ECPT borings (i.e. 2F-92-+), or field descriptions and lsb data for L
. auger borings (i,e. 2F-92-+) [ | e | oo ele
Clay (CL, >70% fines) 9 9 " czo'gwm DEPARTUENT OF TIE Ay
v - 70 fi 2. Where laboratory classification data is available, soil legend generaily = PP —— O ——— "
Clayey sand or sandy cloy (SC, 127 - 707 fines) conforms to ASTM D2487 except that no distinction is made between s mm :ﬁ“ai"?flmss
Sand (SP. <127 fines) silt and silt with"sand or between clay and clay with sand. For the . GEOTECH d
' ) . purpose of this study, allsand deposits with less than 127 fines content = mmlﬁg-mmﬁ NTO RIVER
Percentage of fines (-200 sieve size) per laboratory testing are indicated as clean (high susceptability to seepage ond piping). iilic ;'Eﬁ;m;__'_ﬂ&
o 47 PROFILES2.DGN
O S T = 50

SAFETY PAYS

PLATE 47

C—103940

C-103940



| FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

WATERSIDE |

“F 2F-92-5

LANDSIDE

40' -
1
4

Paved Road

Irrigation
ditch
STATION 3426+33 (R.M. 164.3)
~
S
WATERSIDE S 5 3
L ‘ e 40" ———y 5 LANDSIDE
, DFE \vi °‘
10.6 y > |1
2.1
! |
e 85 -
Paved Road
Irrigation
d?tch
STATION 3466+37 (R.M. 165.1)
o
WATERSIDE 4.9' & LANDSIDE
— 7 l
Y ore v 1 1 7
16’ e W
2000° ~!
STATION 3509+84 (R.M. 166+9)
AN
_cefﬁ:aucu. BRANCH _uomwr OF THE ARMY
SOL. DESICN SECTION Denecers
DFE: Design Flood Elevation T UPPOR SICRAENTE MREA ~ Pkt oI
— GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
CRAPHIC SCALES | CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER
D. ROETTS STE %
r.y 50 z L) 9 _%0 | o AS SHOWN | Nav 30, 992
[ T ae
TSRO0 Y ] ; PROF ILES2..5GH

SAFETY PAYS

- PLATE 48

C— 03941

C-103941



Zv6€01-0

Zv6€£01—0

SAVd ALZIVS

6y IALVId ° .
N0 5T : e umomXXieo ~
M&a‘zﬁ e -(buidid pup sbodeas o3 Ayygoydessns ybly) upap SO POIDOIPUI BID buipsa} K103pa0qo) Jad (9ZIS 2A3IS (QZ-) Sduy jo abojusdusy ;\
AN OINGIWAOYS ‘STN08d 33A31 2 jJusjuod Sauly %zl uoy) Ssaf ypm sysodsp puos o ‘Apnys sy} jo esodind cous - ) v
STIT 0 NOILVATVAZ TWOINHOZL039 - ay) 104 "puos uyym Aopd puo Aop usa#I3q 10 pups Y}m JfIS pup 3yis (seuy 72l> 'dS) PUpS I
A 35V ~ YUY OLEIENS 34N usam}aq Spow Si uoidURSIP ou oy} 3dedxd /8Hzq WLSV ©1 Swiojuod . o
FOLLYTIVAZ IGLLSIS DUINGD 000 H3ALY OINIMOYS ma Aipuoush puabaj 10S ‘G|GDIIDAD S{ DIOP UORODIISSDD AJOYDIOGD] SIUM T (sauy 'z0L - %2 ‘0S) Ao Apups 10 pups AsAo|) %
SUTPENG 0 300 'AIMIDT AICYWENS NOUD3S NOSIG 3OS . 7
= ikl | R (e-78-47 "0'1) sbuuiog sebno (seuy 70£< “10) 4oid f
~ 104 DIOp GO} Pup Suondiosep PRy 10 ‘(e-76-4z @) SBuHoq 1403 . oy ¢
~ 10§ SUOID|31I0D |I0S - DIDP [ 4DJ UO PasDq 4D UORDIYISSOP 10 7| (s3uly 70L - 7T ‘WS) i Apuos o puos A
N : == . 0000~ d SWINOTROH (sauly Z0L< “IN) IS
= y 3 R E S3.LON '
anN
SIWOS OHavED 3937
NOLLVYLS 33A31
00+0£8¢ 00+098¢ 00+058¢ 00+0+8¢ 00+0¢8¢ 00+028¢ 00+0I8E 00+008¢ 00+06.§ 00+08L¢ 00+0/.L8 00-09.8 00+0SLE
b 3 T v 1 L T ¥ T L3 T T gf
ey z'c.iu U TN ¥3A
SNOILLVON3NNOD3Y ON - 05
bary obodsag peysodey :6L 3LIS \
le o
! |
> P
ES ) = .
& ' X - - 09
] : 3 3
B % o
':‘ .. -:. 21
78 X >
:3r 5 S
g% % - oL -
% - ‘ -
@ o b - . LT ~
/ L = - B e '
/V Z z
7 / - P
; 7 7 o
2 - A ‘.'L ‘__. (o]
%ﬁ 7 08 c
?‘2 7 . 5
“rt f‘ﬁ -
% 2
2 7
% % .
2 ; :
2 2 o
2 %
304 33A31 3AISANYT 'XOHddV\ e "'é _____________________________________________
ST g
MV Y3LVM HOH 9861.833—\_3—-————-—.—_.___—_—_—___—-_jg————-—-——-—-————-—————::—: ::::;—_::::::‘_‘:’:: J
___________________ e wm =TT e T - 00
== 7
NOILYA3T13 Q0014 NOIS3a ‘ — 2 .
— e g
88 R
33A31 40 dOL B 2
>
| Lo
g | (L "7 ‘Ayunod uudd) YIAIY OLNINVYOVS Tl
MO14 —

SAVd ZIA - SISATYNY TVNOILDONML

|



FUNGCGTIONAL ANALYSIS - VE PAYS

2F-92-2A

WATERSIDE 3.3 LANDSIDE
I 1750 l 20"
o
[ YA T
STATION 3796+73 (RM. 172.6)
=<
o~ v LT
N g LANDSIDE . T
WATERSIDE 2000" o4 ]
| i l
¥ DFE i
13.9' 1 -
/ ¥ 2.9 .
’ - ek O
L..'h%?-"
STATION 3821+79 (RM. 173.2)
DFE: Design Flood Elevation I/Q
GRAPHIC SCALES GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
SOL. DESIGN SECTION NG -
Poy —t : = e SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL STSTEM EVALUATION
K uM UPPER SACRAMENTG AREA = PHASE ¥
— GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
— CROSS SECTIONS, SACRAMENTO RIVER -
D. RCKETTS STE Y
e b AS SHOWN Nov 30, 092

0
SRR T ] %0 PROFILES2.0GH

SAFETY PAYS

- PLATE EQ

C— 03943

C-103943



BASIS OF DESIGN
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
FOR
SACRAMENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
UPPER SACRAMENTO AREA - PHASE V

APPENDIX A

ALTERNATIVE REPAIR SCHEMES

C—1 03944

C-103944



£y

L

N/

e

FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

- VE PAYS

LANDSIDE

SHRKENTO m!m OF DKBEIRS
GRAPHIC SCALES — SACRAMENTD RIVER FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM EVALUATION
KM UPPER SACRAMENTU AREA - PHASE V
w2 3 3 _10 - GEGTECHNICAL EVALUATION OF LEVEES
] SEEPAGE/STABLITY BERM
. RICKETTS
L =3 AS SHOWN | Jen 30,992
[ [aram

T

77, : H/3
1’ a % @ 0 T et e e e e T T * .
7 -

T \vael Fill t

{Fabric Encapsulated) 1
SEEPAGE/STABILITY BERM

(Site 4. and 11 /12) .

AN
A
8

GEOTECHNICAL BRANCH
SO DESICN SECTION

OEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

SAFETY PAYS

A-1

C— 03945

C-103945




